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TWe  5 — Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CWfl.  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Depaitinent  of  Justice 

Section  313.3310  Is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Confidential  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Justice 
P(^y  and  Planning,  Is  excited  under 
Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  March  14,  1975,  |213.- 
8310(x)  is  added  as  set  out  bel^. 

8  213.3310  Department  of  Jvatice. 

a  a  a  a  a 

(x)  Office  of  Justice  PoHep  and  Plan- 
nino.  Cl)  One  Ctmfldential  Assistant  to 
theDtrector. 

(6  UA.C.  sees.  3301,  3303;  E.O.  10577,  3  CFB 
1964-58  Comp.  p.  318) 

UioTED  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spbt, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
(Rt  Doe.75-0808  FUad  3-13-T6;r.46  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Commerce 

Section  213.3314  is  amended  to  reflect 
the  fc^owhig  title  change  from  one  Pri¬ 
vate  Secretary  to  the  Deputy  Under  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Legislative  Affairs  to  one  Pri¬ 
vate  Secretary  to  the  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  for  Congressional  Affairs. 

Effective  on  March  14,  1975,  §  213.3314 
(a)  (10)  Is  amended  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3314  Department  of  Commerce, 
(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(10)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Secretary  for  Congressional 
Affairs. 

•  *  *  •  • 

(5  ITA.C.  secs.  8301,  3303;  K.O.  10677,  3  CfB 
1964-58  Comp.  p.  318) 

United  States  Chm.  Skkv- 
iCE  Commission, 

[SEALl  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
(FR  Doc.75-6797  FUed  8-lS-76;8:46  am) 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

Section  2133316  la  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Confidential  Sccio- 
tsury  to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Education  la  excepted  under  Schedule 

a 


Effective  (m  March  14, 1975,  i  213.3316 
<rX  (7)  la  added  aa  set  out  below. 

8  213.3316  Department  of  Health,  Eda> 
eation,  and  Welfare. 

•  *  •  •  • 

tr)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Education.  •  •  • 

(7)  One  Confidential  Secretary  to  the 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Educa¬ 
tion. 

C6  UA.O.  Mca.  8301,  3303;  8.O.  10577,  8  CVB 
1964-68  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  ChviL  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

FsmlI  Jambs  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FB  Doa75-«800  FUed  3-18-76;8:46  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Section  213.3318  Is  amended  to  show 
that  one  additional  position  of  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Administrator  Is  excepted 
under  Scheduie  C. 

Effective  on  March  14, 1975,  S  213.3318 
(a)  (1)  Is  amended  as  set  out  below. 

8  213.3318  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Administrator.  (1) 
Eight  Special  Assistants  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator. 

*  •  *  •  • 

(5  UJ3.C.  3801,  3302;  X.O.  10577,  3  CFB  1964- 
58  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  CommissUmers. 
IFB  Doc.76-8798  Filed  3-18-7S;8:45  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SEI^CE 
Intemationgl  Trade  Commission 
Section  213.3339  is  amended  to  show 
that  one*  position  of  Staff  Assistant  to  a 
Commissioner  is  excepted  under  Sched¬ 
ule  C. 

Effective  March  14,  1975,  S  213.3339(f) 
is  amended  as  set  out  below. 

§'213.3339  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commiesioa. 

•  •  «  •  • 

<f )  One  position  of  Staff  Assistant  to 
each  of  three  Commlaslnnare, 

a  «  •  •  • 


(6  UJ3.C.  sees.  3301,  3802;  KO.  10577,  3  CFB 
1954-58  Comp.  p.  218) 

Untteo  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry. 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FB  Doo.75-8a01  FUed  3-13-75;  8:45  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bana  Board 

Section  213.3354  Is  amended  to  diow 
that  one  poeltlon  of  Secretary  (Typing) 
to  an  Assistant  to  a  Board  Member  is 
rceetabUshed  under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  March  14,  1975.  1  213.3354 
(d)  is  amended  as  set  out  below. 

8  213.3354  Federal  Hama  Loam  Bank 
Board. 

•  •  •  «  • 

fd)  One  Secretary  (Typing)  to  aa  Aa- 
sietant  to  a  Board  Member. 

w  •  •  *  « 

(6  UJS.C.  secs.  3301,  3303;  E.O.  10677,  8  CFM 
1954-58  CX>m|>.  p.  318) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Jaaos  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FB  Doe.'n-6799  FUed  3-13-75;8:45  am] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
ACTION 

Section  213.3359  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Special  Assistant  to 
the  Director  of  ACTION  is  excepted 
under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  March  14.  1975,  {  213.3359 
(r)  is  added  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3359  ACTION. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(r)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the 
Director. 

(6  n.S.C.  KCS.  3301,  3302;  E.O.  10577,  3  CFB 
1954-68  CcMnp.  p.  318) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
|FR  Doc.75-8798  FUed  3-13-75;8:45  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Transportation 

Section  213.3394  Is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Congressional  Liai¬ 
son  Officer  is  reestablished  under  Sched¬ 
ule  C. 
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Effective  on  IkCarch  14. 1975,  f  213^394 
(*)  (17)  Is  amended  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.S394  Depaitmcnt  of  TnHiq>orta> 
tioii. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(IT)  Seven  Congressional  Liaison  Offl- 
oers.  Office  of  the  Director  of  Congres" 
sional  Affairs. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(5  nA.O.  secs.  S301,  SSOa;  E.O.  10577,  8  CFB 
1954-58  Oomp.  p.  318) 

UiriTEs  States  Cnm.  Dev¬ 
ice  CTosofissicm, 

[seal]  James  C.  Sprt, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.75-6803  Filed  3-18-75:8:46  sm] 


Title? — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  I— AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING 
SERVICE  (STANDARDS.  INSPECTIONS, 
MARKETING  PRACTICES),  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
SUBCHAPTEK  E— WAREHOUSE  RE0ULAT10NS 
PART  lOG— DRY  BEAN  WAREHOUSES 


Licensing  of  Inspectors  Otherwise  Li¬ 
censed  and  Exemption  From  License 
Fees;  O>rrection 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  40  FB 
6475,  dated  Wednesday,  February  12. 
1975,  several  words  were  in  inadvertently 
omitted  from  §  106.55.  The  corrected  sec¬ 
tion  should  read  as  follows: 


§  106.55  Warehonse  license  fees. 


TTimv  shall  be  charged  and  collected 
a  fee  of  $20  for  each  original  warehouse¬ 
man's  license,  and  a  fee  of  $10  for  each 
amended  or  reinstated  warehouseman’s 
iloense  applied  for  by  a  warehouseman, 
and  a  fee  of  $6  for  each  license  issued 
to  an  in^iector  or  weigher  except  that  no 
fee  shall  be  charged  for  issuance  of  a 
license  to  an  inspector  who  holds  an 
unsuspended  and  imrevoked  license  un¬ 
der  tto  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of 
1946  and  regulati(ms  thereunder  to  in¬ 
spect  and  grade  any  beans  and  to  certifi¬ 
cate  the  grade  thereof. 


Done  at  Washington.  D.C.,  March  11, 
1975. 


John  C.  Blum. 
Associate  Administrator. 


(FR  Doc.75-e806  FUed  S-18-75;8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

(Lemon  Beg.  683] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CAUFDRNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
(Talifomia-Arizona  lemons  that  may  be 
shipped  to  fresh  market  during  the 
weekly  regulaticm  period  March  16-22, 
1975.  It  is  Issued  pursuant  to  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreonent  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order  No. 


910.  The  quantity  of  lemons  so  fixed  was 
arrived  at  after  consideration  of  the 
available  supply  of  lemons,  the  quantity 
of  lemons  currently  available  for  market, 
the  fresh  market  demand  for  lemons, 
lemon  prices,  and  the  relationship  of 
season  average  returns  to  the  parity  price 
for  lemons. 

§  910.983  Lemon  Regulation  683. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
maiketing  agre«nent,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  imder  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  UJS.C. 
601-674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  and  information  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee,  established  under  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  up<m  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  handling  of  such  lemons,  as  here¬ 
inafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  section  to  limit 
the  quantity  of  lemons  that  may  be  mar¬ 
keted  during  the  ensuing  week  stems 
from  the  production  and  marketing  situ¬ 
ation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recxMnmendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  lemons  it  deems  advisable  to 
1m  handled  during  the  ensuing  week. 
Such  recommendation  resulted  from 
cemsideration  of  the  factors  enumerated 
in  the  order.  The  committee  further  re¬ 
ports  the  demand  for  lemons  started  ac¬ 
tive  on  Monday  of  this  we^  but  eased 
off  on  Tuesday.  Average  f.o.b.  price  was 
$5.04  per  carton  the  week  ended  com¬ 
pared  to  $4.99  per  carton  the  previous 
week.  Track  and  rolling  supplies  at  130 
cars  were  down  25  cars  from  last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommoi- 
dation  and  information  submitted  by 
the  committee,  and  other  available  in¬ 
formation.  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
quantity  of  lemons  which  may  be  han¬ 
dled  should  be  fixed  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  Impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  piibllc  rulemaking  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  imtil  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  UJS.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  bec^e  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient.  and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
undef  the  circumstances,  for  preparation 
for  such  effective  time;  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof 
effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The 
committee  held  an  open  meeting  during 
the  current  week,  after  giving  due  notice 
thereof,  to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  for  lemons  and  the  need  for 
regulation;  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  in¬ 


formation  and  views  at  this  meeting; 
the  recommendation  and  supporting  in¬ 
formation  for  regulation  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  specified  herein  were  promptly  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held;  the  provisions  of  this 
section,  including  its  effective  time,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  committee,  and  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  such  provisions  and 
effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  lemons;  it  is  nec¬ 
essary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act.  to  make  this  section 
effective  during  the  period  herein  spec¬ 
ified;  and  compliance  with  this  section 
will  not  require  any  special  preparation 
on  the  part  of  persons  subject  hereto 
which  cannot  be  completed  on  or  before 
the  effective  date  hereof.  Such  committee 
meeting  was  held  on  March  11,  1975. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  March 
16, 1975,  through  March  22, 1975,  is  here¬ 
by  fixed  at  250,000  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  "handled", 
and  “carton(s) "  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stst.  31,  as  amemled;  7  U.S.O. 
601-674) 

Dated:  March  13, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Braoer, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.75-7027  FUed  8-18-75;  12:11  pm] 


CHAPTER  XI— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  MISCELLANE¬ 
OUS  COMMODITIES),  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 

(Arndt.  1] 

PART  1207— POTATO  RESEARCH  AND 
PROMOTION  PLAN 

Increase  In  Expenses 

Notice  was  published  in  the  Febru¬ 
ary  19,  1975,  issue  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (40  FR  7099)  regarding  a  proposed 
Increase  in  expenses  of  $207,000  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  National  Potato  Promo¬ 
tion  Board  for  its  fiscal  period  ending 
Jime  30,  1975.  The  Potato  Board  was  es¬ 
tablished  pursuant  to  tiie  Potato  Re¬ 
search  and  Promotion  Plan  (7  CFR  Part 
1207)  issued  imder  the  Potato  Research 
and  Promotion  Act  (7  n.S.C.  2611-2627) . 

The  notice  afforded  interested  persons 
an  oiHXirtunity  to  file  written  comments 
not  later  than  March  7,  1975.  None  was 
filed. 

On  June  19,  1974,  the  Secretary  ap¬ 
proved  Potato  Board  expenses  of 
$1,968,937  for  the  fiscal  period  ending 
June  30, 1975  (39  FR  22941) . 

On  October  25.  1974,  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee  voted  to  budget  an  addi¬ 
tional  $50,000  for  its  merchandising 
project.  Due  to  unexpectedly  heavy  par¬ 
ticipation  by  food  chains  in  the  Improved 
retail  display  program,  there  is  a  need 
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to  buy  more  material  and  pay  a  tem¬ 
porary  helper  to  properly  service  the 
program. 

On  February  1,  1975,  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee  voted  to  budget  an  addi¬ 
tional  $157,000  for  a  new  advertising 
campal^  to  market  the  plentiful  sup¬ 
plies  of  potatoes  available  by  Informix 
consumers  that  potatoes  are  now  an  even 
better  bargain  as  an  economical  source 
of  nutrients. 

The  proposed  increase  will  result  in  a 
Potato  Board  budget  of  $2,175,937  for  the 
fiscal  period  ending  June  30,  1975. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant  mat¬ 
ter,  including  the  proposal  set  forth  in 
the  notice,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
increase  in  expenses  will  tend  to  effectu¬ 
ate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

It  is  hereby  found  that  good  cause  ex¬ 
ists  for  not  postponing  the  effective  date 
of  this  section  imtil  30  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553  in  that  (1)  funds  will  need  to  be  ex¬ 
pended  for  these  two  projects  shortly; 
(2)  the  increases  were  recommended  by 
the  National  Potato  Promotion  Board  on 
October  25,  1974,  and  February  1,  1975; 
and  (3)  information  regarding  this  in¬ 
crease  in  expenses  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  February  19,  1975. 

The  amendment  is  as  follows: 

Revise  i  1207.403  (39  FR  22941)  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  1207.403  Expenses  and  rate  of  as* 
BcasnMBt. 

(a)  Tlie  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  during  the  fiscal 
period  ending  June  30,  1975,  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Potato  Promotion  Board  for  its 
maintenance  and  functioning  and  for 
such  purposes  as  the  Secretary  deter¬ 
mines  to  be  appropriate  will  amount  to 
$2,175,937.  - 

•  •  *  •  • 

(Tltla  m  of  Pub.  L.  91-e70;  84  Stat.  2041; 
(7  UJ8.C.  2611-2627)  ) 

Dated:  lilarch  11, 1975. 

John  C.  Bluh, 
Associate  Administrator. 

[FR  Doo.76-6764  Filed  8-13-76;8:46  am] 


Title  9 — Animals  and  Animal  Products 

CHAPTER  I— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  C— INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDINO  POULTRY) 
AND  ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

PART  82— EXOTIC  NEWCASTLE  DISEASE: 
AND  PSITTACOSIS  OR  ORNITHOSIS  IN 
POULTRY 

Area  Quarantined 

Hiis  amendment  quarantines  a  por¬ 
tion  (ff  Suffolk  County  in  New  York 
because  of  the  existence  of  exotic  New¬ 
castle  disease.  Therefore,  the  restric¬ 
tions  pertaining  to  the  interstate  move¬ 
ment  of  poultry,  mynah  and  pslttaclne 
birds,  and  birds  of  all  other  species  under 
any  form  of  confinement,  and  their  car¬ 
casses  and  parts  thereof,  and  certain 
other  articles,  trom  quarantined  areas,  as 


contained  in  9  CFR  Part  82,  as  amended, 
will  apply  to  the  quarantine  area. 

Accordingly,  Part  82,  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  hereby  amended 
in  the  following  respect: 

In  S  82.3,  paragraph  (a)  is  amended  to 
read: 

§  82.3  Areas  quarantined. 

(a)  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  exotic 
Newcastle  disease  exists  in  the  States  of 
New  York  and  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  areas  in  said  States  are  hereby 
quarantined: 

(1)  New  York.  The  premises  of  Robert 
Novak  d/b/a  Novak  Tropical  Aviary,  lo¬ 
cated  at  1472  Sunrise  Highway,  Bay 
Shore,  Long  Island,  in  Suffolk  Cotmty. 

(2)  Puerto  Rico.  The  entire  Common¬ 
wealth. 

(Sacs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended;  secs.  1 
and  2,  32  Stat.  791-702,  as  amended;  secs. 
1-4,  33  Stat.  1264,  1265,  as  amended;  secs.  3 
and  11,  76  SUt.  130,  132;  21  UA.C.  111-113, 
115,  117,  120,  123-126,  134b,  134f;  37  FR  28464, 
28477;  38  FR  19141.) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  on  llareh  11, 
1975. 

The  amendment  imposes  certain  re¬ 
strictions  necessary  to  prevent  the  inter¬ 
state  spread  of  exotic  Newcastle  disease, 
a  communicable  disease  of  poultry,  and 
must  be  made  effective  immediately  to 
accomplish  its  purpose  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest.  It  does  not  appear  that  public  par¬ 
ticipation  in  this  rulemaking  proceeding 
would  make  additional  relevant  informa¬ 
tion  available  to  the  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  UB.C.  553,  it  is 
found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendment  are  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  the  amend¬ 
ment  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  11th 
day  of  March,  1975. 

John  W.  Walker, 
Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services.  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-6806  FU«d  3->3-75;8:45  am] 


Htle  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

^Docket  No.  76-OE-5-AD,  Arndt.  89-2129] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Beech  Models  60  and  A60  Airplanes 

Amendment  39-1463  (AD  72-13-1), 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  15,  1972,  is  an  Airworthiness  Direc¬ 
tive  (AD)  applicable  to  Beech  Models  60 
and  A60  airplanes,  which  requires  repeti¬ 
tive  inspections  of  the  elevator  inboard 
hinge  supports  for  cracks  until  they  are 
replaced  by  Improved  supports  developed 
by  the  manufacturer.  AD  72-13-1  super¬ 
seded  Amendment  39-1097,  AD  70-22-3 


published  in  the  Federal  RsaxsTER  on 
October  24.  1970.  The  superseded  AD  re¬ 
quired  a  one  time  dye  penetrant  inspec¬ 
tion  of  each  elevator  inboard  hinge  sup¬ 
port  (bracket)  for  cracks  on  Beech 
Models  60  and  A60  airplanes  and  the  re¬ 
placement  of  cracked  hinge  supports. 

Subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  AD  72- 
13-1  an  inspection  revealed  that  one  of 
the  support  bearings  had  worked  out  of 
its  housing  because  the  recess  diameter 
was  found  to  be  oversize.  This  condition 
may  exist  in  other  aircraft  of  the  same 
type  design  and  could  result  in  failure 
or  malfimction  of  the  elevator  control 
system.  Since  inspection  for  this  oversize 
condition  is  not  feasible  an  AD  is  being 
Issued  superseding  AD  72-13-1  which  will 
require  elevator  inboard  hinge  support  re¬ 
placement  with  the  manufacturer’s  im¬ 
proved  design  on  Beech  Models  60  and 
A60  airplanes.  These  improved  design 
supports  are  part  of  Beech  Kit  Na  60- 
4005  which  was  an  alternative  modifica¬ 
tion  per  AD  72-13-1. 

Since  a  situation  exists  which  requires 
expeditious  adoption  of  the  amendment, 
notice  and  public  procedure  hereon  are 
impracticable  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  amendment  effective  in  less 
than  thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  14  CFR  11.89 
(31  FR  13697),  i  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new  AD. 

Bebcb.  AppltM  to  ICodeU  60  and  A60  (Serial 
Numbera  P-3  through  P-aoO)  airplanes 
with  more  than  150  hours’  time  In  serv¬ 
ice. 

Compllanee:  Required  as  Indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  malfunctions  of  the  elevator 
InboaM  hinge  supports,  within  the  next  100 
hours’  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  accomplish  the  foUowlng: 

Remove  the  left  and  right  elevator  Inboard 
hinge  supports  (P/N  60-524078-1  and  60- 
624078-2)  and  lnsti|U  improved  supports  In 
accordance  with  Beech  Kit  No.  60-4006  or 
any  equivalent  modlficstlon  approved  by  the 
Chief,  Engineering  and  Ifaaafaeturlng 
Branch,  PAA.  Central  Region.  - 

Beechcraft  Service  Instruction  No.  P342- 
132.  Revision  m.  or  later  revlslmt  refers  to 
this  subject. 

This  amendment  supersedes  Amendment 
39-1463,  AD  73-13-1. 

TTiis  amendment  becomes  effective 
March  20, 1975. 

(Secs.  31S(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1968  (49  U.S.C.  t354(a).  1421(a),  1423), 
sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1665(c) ) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  March 
6,  1975. 

Oeorge  R.  LaCaille, 

Acting  Director. 

Central  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-6666  FUed  3-13-75;8:4S  am] 


[Docket  No.  75-CE-l-AD,  Arndt.  89-3130) 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Cessna  T310,  320, 340, 401, 402, 411, 
414  and  421  Scries  Airplanes 

ad  75-04-01,  Amendment  39-2083  (40 
FR  5348),  is  an  Airwortliiness  Directive 


FEKRAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  51 — FRIDAY,  MARCH  14,  1975 


11862 


RUtES  AND  REGULATIONS 


(AD)  superseding  AD  72-10-S.  Amend¬ 
ments  39-1442  (37  FR  9385,  9386),  and 
39-1562  (37  FR  25021).  applicable  to 
Ossna  T3ie.  320,  340.  401,  402.  411.  414 
and  421  series  airplahes.  AD  75-(>4-01  re¬ 
quires  repeiKlve  Inspections  of  the  ex¬ 
haust  system  and  replacement  of  cer¬ 
tain  exhaust  system  clamps  on  these  air¬ 
planes  in  accordance  with  Cessna  Serrice 
Letter  ME74-21.  dated  December  18. 
1974.  The  effective  date  of  AD  75-04-01 
was  February  11. 1975. 

Subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  AD  75- 
64-01  the  manufacturer  has  advised 
that  parts  are  not  readily  available  to 
effect  compliance  with  the  AD.  This  is 
substantiated  by  ntunerous  requests 
from  owners/operators  of  these  air¬ 
planes  requsting  additional  time  for  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  AD.  If  the  effective  date 
of  AD  75-04-01  were  extettdcd,  inspec¬ 
tion  of  the  eahaust  S3rstem  to  detect  in¬ 
cipient  failures  of  engine  exhaust  system 
components  and  replacement  thereof 
where  necessary  would  still  be  required 
by  AD  72-10-5.  In  addition,  a  substan¬ 
tial  number  of  affected  airplanes  have 
already  been  mod^ed  and  others  ^irill  be 
modified  as  parts'  become  available.  In 
▼lew  of  the  foregoing,  the  FAA  believes 
safety  will  not  be  compromised  by  ex- 
tending  the  effective  date  of  AD  75-04-01. 
Accordingly,  a  new  effective  date  of 
March  20. 1OT5.  is  being  established. 

.  Since  this  amendment  is  relaxatory  In 
nature  and  imposes  no  additional  burden 
on  any  person,  compliance  with  the  no¬ 
tice  and  public  procedure  provisions  of 
the  Admi^trative  Procedure  Act  is  not 
necessary  and  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  this  amendment  effective  in  less  than 
thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator '  14  cm  lljt9 
(31  FR  13697),  {39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  the  effec- 
tlvity  paragraph  of  AD  75-04-0L  ia 
amended  so  that  it  now  reads  as  follows: 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
March  20. 1975. 

(Secs.  SlSfa).  *601.  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1968  («9  UA.C.  1354(a).  1431,  1423);  me. 
6(c).  Department  of  Tranq>ortatlon  Act  (49 
UA.C.  1655(e) ) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  March 
7. 1975. 

John  R.  WaLts. 

Acting  Director, 
Central  itegkm. 

IFR  Doc.75-6e70  Filed  S-13-76;g:45ain] 


[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  75-8 W-6. 
Admt.  19-21371 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Mooney  Models  M20C.  M20E  and  M20F 
Airplanes 

Amendment  39-2091  (40  FR  6641),  AD 
75-04-09,  requires  the  replacement  of 
iMuiing  gear  actuator.  International 
TdeptioDe  and  Teiegraidi  Corporation 
P/N  LA11C2110.  on  Models  M20C.  M20E 
and  M20F  airplanes  having  that  part 
Installed.  After  Issuing  Amendment  39- 
2091  the  Agency  determined  that  con¬ 


fusion  existed  regarding  the  serial  num¬ 
bers  specified  and  that  at  least  one  own¬ 
er  beliered  the  use  of  the  word  “should’* 
Indicated  the  change  was  not  mandatory. 
Thereforer  the  AD  is  being  amended  to 
provide  for  clarification  of  the  serial 
numbers  as  airplane  serial  numbers,  and 
removal  of  the  word  “should’*  to  em¬ 
phasize  the  mandatory  nature  of  the 
airworthiness  directive. 

Since  this  amendment  provides  a  clar¬ 
ification  only,  and  Imposes  no  additional 
burden  on  any  person,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and 
the  amendment  may  be  made  effective 
in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  ot  the  foregcdng.  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator,  31  FR  13697. 
{  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations,  Amendment  39-2091 
(40  FR  6641).  AD  75-04-09  is  amended 
by  elarifsrtaig  the  serial  numbers  specified 
to  be  alndane  soial  niunbers  and  re¬ 
wording  the  third  paragraph  as  follows: 

llooincT.  .^pUM  to  lAodels  M20C,  M30E.  and 
MaOF  airplanes  manufactured  after  Oc¬ 
tober  1974  wltb  the  following  serial 
niunbers  on  wbicb  the  landing  gear  ac¬ 
tuator,  P/N  I.A11C2110.  manufactured 
by  International  Telephone  and  Tele- 
grf4>h  Corporation,  Is  Installed: 

Model  M20C:  20-00S7.  0038,  0039,  0040. 
0041,  0042.  0043,  0044.  0045,  and  0046; 

Model  M20B:  21-0050, 0051,  0052,  0053, 0054. 
0056.  0066,  0057.  0058,  0059,  and  0060; 

Model  M20F:  22-0065,  0066,  0067.  0068. 
0069,  0070,  0071.  0072,  0073,  0074,  0076. 
0076,  0077,  and  0078. 

Compliance  Is  required  prior  to  further 
flight  except  that  airplanes  may  be  flown  to 
a  faculty  for  actuator  replacement  after  fix¬ 
ing  the  landing  gear  in  the  extended  poeltloa 
la  aecordanre  with  Instructions  Included  la 
Mocmey  Aircraft  Ckurporatlon  Service  BuUetln 
M30-191.  dated  January  28. 1975.  or  later  FAA 
qiproved  revision,  or  an  FAA  approved  equiv¬ 
alent  procedure. 

To  prevent  further  fSllurea.  replace  the 
International  Tetaphone  and  Telegraph  Oar- 
pocatkm  P/N  LA11C2110  landing  gear  ac¬ 
tuator  with  a  Mooney  Aircraft  Corporation 
P/N  950227-501  landing  gear  actuator  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Mooney  Aircraft  Corporation 
Snrlca  Bulletin  M20-101,  dated  January  38, 
1075,  or  later  FAA  approved  revision,  or  by 
an  equivalent  procedure  approved  by  the 
Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch.  Southwest  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Fort  Worth.  Texaa. 

Tiys  MBondmeni  beooaaee  effective  <« 
March  30.  1975. 

(Seea.  SIS  (a).  601.  603,  Federal  Avlatlan  Axit 
of  1968  <49  VaJO.  lSS4(a).  1421.  1438);  me. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
nB.C.  1655(e))) 

Issued  in  Fori  Worth.  Tex.,  (m 
March  5,  1975. 

Hbmbt  L.  Nkwmik. 

Director,  Southwest  Region. 

(FR  Doe.75-6668  FUed  3-U-76;B:46 


(Ali^aoa  Docket  No.  75-BM-ll 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPAOE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  tffTransRion'Aiwa 
January  28,  1975,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 


Fedzrai.  RxGfSTEK  (40  FR  4152)  Stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  was  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  alter  the  description  of 
the  Rugby.  No.  Dak.  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
in  which  to  siibmlt  written  comments, 
suggestions  or  objections.  No  objections 
have  been  received  and  the  proposed 
amendment  is  hereby  adopted  without 
change. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  0901  Ojn.t..  June  19.  1975. 

(Sec.  807(s),  Federal  Avlaitlon  Act  of  1968.  m 
•mended  (49  UB.C.  1848(a));  aec.  e(c),  De¬ 
partment  at  Tranqjxvtatlon  Act.  (49  DAA 
1665(c))) 

Issued  in  Aurora,  Colo.,  on  March  12. 
1975. 

M.  M.  Maktin, 
Director, 

Rocky  Mountain  Region. 

In  6  71.181  (40  FR  441)  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Rugby.  No.  Dak.  1.200-foot 
transition  area  Is  amended  by  adding: 

Rugbt.  No.  Dak. 

“*  *  *  and  within  95  mUee  south  and  4.5 
mUes  north  of  the  314*  T  bearing  from  the 
Rugby.  No.  Dak.  NDB,  extending  from  the 
NDB  to  185  miles  northwest  of  the  NDB.” 

(FR  Doc.75-6671  FUed  3-13-7S;8:46  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  74-OIj-S6] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transttion  Area 

On  Page  3313  of  the  Federal  Rxcistex 
dated  January  21. 1975,  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration  published  a  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  which  would 
amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  alter  the 
transition  area  at  Sturgis,  Michigan. 

Interested  peraons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  ooounents,  suggestions, 
or  objections  r^arding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  anfbndment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  0901 
QJLT.  May  1. 1975. 

(Secs.  307(a).  FederM  Avtatton  Act  of  IMS 
(40  nR.C.  1348):  see.  6(c).  D^iartment  of 
ItaBSportatlon  Act  (49  UJ3.C.  1665(c))) 

Issued  In  Des  Plaines,  HI.,  on  F^flxnt- 
ary  24.  1975. 

R.  O.  ZlEGLEir, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

to  s  71.181  (39  PR.  440),  the  follow¬ 
ing  truisitlon  area  Is  amexKled  to  read: 

BTUXOB,  MiOHiaAN 

Tliat  alrapSce  extending  xipward  from  700 
fea4  abova  tiw  ourfsoe  within  a  55  mile 
radius  ot  Klrach  Airport.  Sturgia  Michigan 
(LaUtude  41*48'36"  N..  Longitude  85*26*10" 
W.) :  wNhln  miles  either  side  of  the  069* 
bsailag  from  the  ‘  atrpoia  extetMUng  from 
the  5.5  mile  radius  area  to  1.3  miles  north¬ 
east  of  the  airport  and  within  3  miles  elUier 
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Bide  of  the  341*  bearing  from  the  airport, 
extending  from  the  6.5  mile  radluB  area  to 
8  miles  north  of  the  airport. 

|FR  Doo.76-6672  Filed  3-13-76;8:45  am] 


(Alrspaoe  Docket  No.  74-aii-63] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE.  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  Page  2824  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  January  16, 1975,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  a  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  which  would 
amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  alter  the 
transition  area  at  Dowagiac,  Michigan. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amenchncnt. 

No  obJecUons  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopts  without  chcmge  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  0901 
O.M.T..  April  24. 1975. 

(Sec.  807(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968, 
(49  TTA.O.  1348);  sec.  6(c)  Department  of 
Transportation  Art,  (49  U.S.C.  1665(c) ) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Rl.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  25,  1975. 

John  M.  Cyrocki, 

Director. 

Great  Lakes  Reffion. 

In  §  7kl81  (39  FR  440),  the  foUowlng 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

Dowagiac,  IIkhioan 

That  alnpaoe  extended  upward  frmn  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  seven-mile 
radius  of  Cass  County  Memorial  Airport 
(Latitude  41’6e'30"  N.,  Longitude  8e*07'S7" 
W.);  wMMn  two  mdHes  each  side  of  the 
Keeler,  Michigan  181*  radial  extending  frem 
the  seven-mtle  radltis  wea  to  the  VCNl,  ex¬ 
cluding  the  pertlen  which  overlies  the  Sooth 
Bend,  Indiana  tranatUcn  area. 

[FR  Doc.75-6673  FUed  8-18-76;8:46  am] 

Title  15 — Oimiwerce  and  Foreign  Trade 

CHAPTER  IX— NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND 
ATMOSPHERIC  ADMINISTRATION.  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  92S— COASTAL  ZONE  MANAGE¬ 
MENT  PROGRAM  DEVELOPMENT 
GRANTS.  ALLOCATION  OF  FUNDS  TO 
STATES 

This  document  supersedes  the  previous 
allocaticm  of  coastal  zone  program  de- 
veloixnent  grants  to  State  governments 
published  April  2,  1974,  in  the  Federal 
Register  (15  CFR  Part  926).  For  the 
purposes  of  allocating  coasted  zone  pro¬ 
gram  development  funds  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  305(e)  of  the  Coastal  Zone  Manage¬ 
ment  Act  of  1972,  as  amended  (Pub.  L. 
92-583  ;  86  Stat  1280  and  Pub.  L.  93- 
612;  88  Stat.  1974)  for  fiscal  year  1975, 
this  document  shall  be  controlling. 

Under  section  305  of  the  Act,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  CMmmerce  is  authorized  to 
make  annual  grants  to  any  coastal  State 


for  the  purpose  of  assisting  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  a  management  program  for 
the  land  and  water  resources  of  its  coast¬ 
al  zone.  Such  grants  shall  not  exceed 
66%  percent  of  the  costs  of  the  program 
in  any  one  year  and  no  State  shall  be 
eligible  to  receive  more  than  three  an¬ 
nual  grants  under  section  305.  In  addi- 
•tion,  no  grant  may  be  made  under  this 
section  in  excess  of  10  percent  nor  less 
than  1  percent  of  the  total  amoirnt  ap¬ 
propriated  under  this  section.  However, 
the  Secretary  shall  waive  the  1  percent 
minimum  requirement  for  any  grant 
under  this  section,  when  a  coastal  State 
requests  such  a  waiver. 

Section  305(e)  of  the  Act  states  in 
part: 

Grants  under  this  section  Sball  be  allo¬ 
cated  to  States  based  upon  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  promulgated  by  tbe  Secretary  *  •  • 

The  rules  and  regulations  set  forth 
below  establish  the  policy  and  means  of 
allocating  grant  funds  under  section  305 
to  the  coastal  States  and  are  to  fulfill 
the  above  requirements  of  section  305(e) . 
Such  rules  and  regulations  are  intended 
primarily  for  allocation  of  fimds  made 
available  for  grants  under  section  305  in 
Fiscal  Year  1975.  Allocations  to  States 
in  subsequent  fiscal  years  may  reflect 
changes  in  these  rules  and  regulations; 
such  changes,  if  made,  will  be  duly  pub¬ 
lished. 

Robert  L.  Carnahan, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
tor  Administration. 

Sec. 

926.1  Purpoee  of  rules  sud  regulations. 

936.2  Definitions. 

936.3  Basis  of  allocation. 

936.4  Allocation  of  non-dlstrlbuted  funds. 
936A  State  allocation  compulation  ex¬ 
ample. 

926.6  State  allocation. 

926.7  Duration  of  allocation. 

Authoritt:  Sec.  S05(e)  rt  tbe  (ToastfU  Zone 
Management  Act  197%  as  amended  (Pub. 
L.  93-586). 

§  924.1  Purpose  of  n^ee  au«l  regnla- 
tioBS. 

Twelve  million  dollars  has  been  aiH>ro- 
piiated  by  the  Congress  for  Fiscal  Year 
1975  to  implement  the  Coastal  Zone 
Management  Act  of  1972  (Pub.  L.  92- 
683)  as  amended.  Of  this  amount  $9  mil¬ 
lion  has  been  made  available  for  coastal 
zone  management  program  development 
grants-ln-ald  to  the  34  coastal  States 
and  territories  imder  section  305  of  that 
Act.  It  is  the  purpose  of  this  part  to 
establish  the  rules  and  regulatlone  for 
allocation  of  grant-ln-ald  funds  tmder 
section  305  of  the  Coastal  Zone  Manage¬ 
ment  Act  of  1972,  as  amended  (Pub.  L. 
92-583;  86  Stat.  1280;  and  Pub.  L.  93- 
612;  88  Stat.  1974)  pursuant  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  305(e)  which 
states: 

Grants  imder  this  section  sbaD  be  allocated 
to  tbe  States  bcued  on  rules  and  rsgulatlons 
promulgated  by  tbe  Secretary:  Provided, 
however.  That  no  management  program  de¬ 
velopment  grant  under  this  section  sball  be 
made  In  excess  of  10  percentum  nor  less  tbaiu 
1  percentum  of  the  total  amount  iq>propvl- 
ated  to  carry  out  tbe  purposes  of  tbls  sec¬ 


tion:  And  provided  further.  That  tbe  Bocte~ 
tary  shall  waive  tbe  iH;>pUeatlen  of  tbe  1 
percentum  ttttitimnm  requirement  as  to  any 
grant  under  tbls  section,  when  the  coastal 
State  Involved  reqnests  such  a  waiver. 

§  926.2  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part,  tbe  following 
terms  shall  have  the  meanings  indicated 
below: 

(a)  The  term  *'Act”  means  the  Coastal 
Zone  Management  Act  of  1972,  Pub  L. 
92-583,  86  Stat.  1280,  as  amended  by 
Pub.  L.  93-612,  88  Stat.  1974. 

(b)  "Secretary”  means  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce  or  his  designee. 

(c)  **Coastal  State”  means  a  State  of 
the  United  States  in,  or  bordering  on,  the 
Atlantic,  Pacific  or  Arctic  Ocean,  the 
Qulf  of  Mexico,  Long  Island  Sound,  or 
one  or  more  of  the  Great  Lakes.  The 
term  also  includes  speciflcally  Puerto 
Rico,  the  Virgin  Islands,  Guam  and 
American  Samoa.  This  definition  is  in¬ 
terpreted  as  including  the  following 
States  and  territories: 

1.  Alabama  18.  Minnesota 

2.  Alarta  19.  Mlsslaslppl 

8.  American  Samoa  20.  New  Hampshire 

4.  Oallfomla  21.  New  Jeney 

5.  Connecticut  22.  New  Ymit 

6.  Delaware  23.  North  (3arc^lna 

7.  FKwlda  24.  COilo  • 

8.  Georgia  35.  Oregon 

9.  Guam  26.  Pennsylvania 

10.  Hawaii  27.  Puerto  Bico 

11.  nUnolB  28.  Rhode  Island 

13.  Indiana  29.  South  Oaaollna 

13.  Louisiana  30.  Texas 

14.  Maine  31.  Virginia 

15.  Maryland  32.  Virgin  Islands 

16.  Massaebusetto  33.  Wasblnglon 

17.  Mlobigaa  34.  Wisconsin 

(d)  “Shoreline”  means,  in  tidal  waters, 
the  length  of  “tidal  shoreline”  as  defined 
by  the  National  Ocean  Survey,  National 
Ocecmlc  and  Atmospheric  Administra¬ 
tion  (NOAA) ,  UH.  Depeutment  of  Com¬ 
merce.  and  published  in  that  agency’s 
brochure,  “The  Coastline  of  the  United 
States.*'  For  purpoacs  of  compvlatioN  of 
the  natton’s  totid  “tidal  shercllne”,  fig¬ 
ures  for  the  C^aaal  Zone,  Navassa,  Swan 
Islands,  and  Baker,  Howland,  Jarvis. 
Johnston,  Midway.  Palmyra,  and  Wake 
Islands  shall  not  be  Included.  “Shore- 
Una”.  in  Great  Lakes  States,  shall  mean 
the  length  of  shoreline  as  established  by 
the  Lake  Survey  Center,  National  Ocean 
Survey.  NOAA,  XJJ3.  Depiulment  ef  Com¬ 
merce,  and  contained  in  an  impubU^ied 
manuscript  entitled.  “Shoreline  of  the 
Great  Lakes  and  Ckinnecting  Rivers”  by 
Robert  Hagen  and  P.  H,.Judd.  dated 
1948,  with  additions  made  in  1952  by 
O.'E.  Ropes  and  E.  P.  Kulp,  Jr.  The  total 
“^orellne”  of  the  United  l^tes  shall  be 
the  sum  of  tbe  tidal  shoreline  and  Great 
Lakes  shoreline,  as  defined  above. 

(e)  “Coastal  counties”  means  those 
eoimtles  or  parishes  which  appear,  in 
the  judgment  of  the  Assistant  A(hnlnls- 
trator  for  Cocutal  Zone  Management, 
NOAA.  to  abut  upon  coastal  waters.  A 
listing  of  such  counties  is  available  for 
Inspection  at  tbe  Office  of  Coastal  Zone 
Management,  NOAA,  UJ3.  Department 
of  C(Hnmeixc.  Rcckville,  Maryhmd  20862. 
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§926.3  Bask  of  allamliMk 

(a)  Funds  sTBllabile  under  sectkm  305 
win  be  allotted  to  the  34  coastal  States 
and  territories  on  the  following  basis: 

(1)  C/nl/orm  ollocatfon.  Bach  State  win 

be  allotted  the  legal  minimum 
of  1  percent  of  funds  available,  regard¬ 
less  of  sixe.  length  of  coastline,  popula¬ 
tion.  or  other  factors. 

(2)  Variable  aUooatioa.  The  amouiit 
remaining  after  allocation  of  the  uni¬ 
form  amount  arin  be  allocated  as  foUows: 

(I)  Shoreline  criterion.  Forty  p«oent 
win  be  allocated  to  the  coastal  States 
and  territories  on  the  basis  of  shoreline. 
Each  State  or  territory  wlH  receive  a 
shoreline  allotment  equal  to  the  total 
anxnmt  available  imder  this  criterion 
multiplied  by  a  factor  equal  to  the  ratio 
of  that  State  (u*  territorial  shoreline 
divided  by  the  total  natkmal  shoreUne 
(Including  Great  Lakes) . 

(II)  Population  criterion.  Forty  per¬ 
cent  win  be  aUocated  to  the  coastal  States 
and  territories  on  the  basis  of  coastal 
population.  It  Is  the  Intent  of  the  Office 
of  Coastal  Zone  Management  to  Include 
that  population  which  Is  included  within 
the  “coastal  acme”  as  defined  in  eecUon 
304(a)  of  the  Act  and  as  used  in  the  al¬ 
location  system  for  grants  under  section 
306  as  described  In  section  SOOCb) .  How¬ 
ever,  since  no  State  or  territory  has  as 
yet  formally  identified  its  “coastal  aone” 
pursuant  to  the  Act.  the  Office  win  Initi¬ 
ally  utilize  the  population  of  the  coastal 
zone  as  recorded  In  the  1970  decennial 
U.S.  C«asus  contained  within  coastal 
coimties  (or  parishes)  as  defined  In 
i  926.2.  Since  this  designation  Is  Judg¬ 
mental.  It  Is  subject  to  change  In  sub¬ 
sequent  fiscal  years,  based  upon  the  in¬ 
clusion  or  exclusion  of  certain  counties, 
or  upon  definition  of  the  coastal  sune  by 
a  State.  The  coastal  population  used 
herein  has  been  increased  from  that 
ccunputed  for  FT  1974  by  the  inclusion  of 
additlorud  counties  in  California.  Florida, 
IxMilsiana,  Maryland.  MasBachuisetts, 
Ifew  Hampshire,  New  Jersey.  New  York, 
Ohio.  South  Carolina.  Texas  and  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

(III)  Needs  criterion.  Twaxtr  percent 
win  be  reserved  for  additional  allocation 
to  the  coastal  States  and  territories  at 
the  discretion  of  the  Assistant  Admin  - 
Istrator  for  Coastal  Zone  Management, 
based  upon  demcmstratlon  of  need  for 
such  fxmds  in  order  to  assure  comple¬ 
tion  of  work  designated  by  the  State  or 
territory  as  necessary  to  the  timc^  com¬ 
pletion  of  a  coastal  sone  management 
program.  Examples  of  such  need  may 
Include,  but  need  not  be  limited  to: 

(A)  States  or  territories  which  have 
a  legislative  mandate,  or  express  a  strong 
desire  to  complete  develoixiumt  of  their 
programs  In  less  than  three  years  and 
ipedflcally  require  such  funds. 

(B)  States  or  territories  which  con¬ 

tain  geographic  coastal  areas  with  par¬ 
ticularly  pressing  developmental  prob¬ 
lems  whose  resolution  In  a  mazutgement 
piograiu  wouM  be  materially  assisted 
aaUdltlunal  funda  ^ 

<C>  States  or  teiittCMtes  which  pecmose 
parUcularly  creative  cn*  innovative  de¬ 


ments  In  the  management  program  de- 
velc^xnent  phase  where  there  Is  apparent 
national  applicability. 

(D)  States  or  territories  where  special 
Institutlorral  conditions  exist  which  re¬ 
quire  additional  funds  and  for  which 
adequate  accoimt  Is  not  made  in  the 
shoreline  and/or  population  criteria. 

(b)  The  minimum  figure  shown  for 
eeu:li  coastal  State  or  territory  in  }  926.6 
represents  the  sum  of  the  uniform  al¬ 
location,  and  the  shoreline  and  popula¬ 
tion  (udterla  of  the  variable  allocation 
only;  it  does  not  include  any  allocation 
tmder  the  needs  criterion.  Such  funds 
will  be  available  to  them  for  Fiscud  Tear 
1975,  In  the  event  they: 

(1)  Choose  to  participate  In  the  pro¬ 
gram. 

(2)  Can  provide  the  necessary  match¬ 
ing  funds, 

(3)  Submit  a  satisfai^ry  application 
and  work  program  pursuant  to  the  oon- 
ditloDS  set  forth  in  Part  920  at  this 
chapter,  and 

(4)  Otherwise  meet  the  applicable  re-, 
quirements  of  the  Coastal  Zone  Manage¬ 
ment  Act  of  1972,  as  amended. 

States  need  not  utilize  nor  be  limited 
by  the  minimum  amount  allocated  and 
applications  may  be  made  for  any 
amount  deemed  appropriate;  Provided. 
That  the  statutory  maximum  or  mini¬ 
mum  of  10  percent  and  1  percent  of  all 
appropriations,  respectively.  Is  not  ex- 
ce^ed,  except  iqson  request  of  a  State 
for  waiver  of  the  1  percent  minimum. 

§  926.4  AilocaUaa  of  non^dutribiiled 
funds. 

Those  f  imds  allocated  to  coastal  States 
and  territories  which  choose  not  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  program  as  well  as  those 
funds  which  are  allocated  but  which 
States  or  territories  choose  not  to  utilize, 
will  be  added  to  those  funds  to  be  dis¬ 
tributed  to  the  States  and  territories  on 
the  basis  of  the  needs  criterion,  as  will 
any  amounts  in  excess  of  the  10  percent 
maxlmiun  limitation. 

i  926.5  State  dlocatkm  compwtalion 
cunnples. 

The  f(>Ilowing  (imputation  indicates 
Che  procedure  by  which  a  State’s  mini¬ 
mum  allocation  Is  derived  As  an  ex¬ 
ample.  the  State  of  Massachusetts  was 
select^ 

Basic  Information; 

UA.  aboraUne:  05.223  ntltes. 
liaMarTuiartta  ■timrllnn-  lAlOmQaa. 

UjS.  coaatal  population:  89/)8S.762. 
Manacbutetta  coastal  population:  a,862A00. 

Total  funds  available  tor  Sec.  SOS  granta  In 
flaeal  year  19TS:  00.000.000. 

Watlonal  allocation  by  criteria: 

XTattbrm  aBocatSon:  1  percent 

XS0.0004>00X»4  States - St.00t.000 

Variable  allocation: 

Shoreline  criterion:  40  per- 
oentx  (09.000,000  -  8,000.- 

000)  _  S.8T6.000 

Population  crtterlon;  40  per- 
omtXCtO.OOOAOO  —  S.OSO.- 

000)  _ a—  9.078.000 

HeeOa  crtterlon:  90  percent 
X(tt,000.000-9,00e.000)  _  l.  ist.ooo 

Total  _  0. 000, 000 


Mailnmra  State  ahocatten  (Mas- 
sachusette) : 

Unltorm  allocation;  1  percent 

XSO.OOO.OOO  _  00,000 

Variable  allocation: 

Shoreline  criterion: 

1,510  miles 

05,223  mllesxt2A7«A00 _ 


Population  criterion: 

2AS2.290 

89,086,782  Xt2,876.000 _  78. 270 

Minimum  Masaachusstts  allo- 
caUon  _  204,048 


To  this  minimum  allocatloa  may  be 
added  an  appr<vriate  amount  from  the 
needs  criterion  funds. 

§  926.6  State  aUocatieus. 

Using  the  method  described  in  1 926.5 
above,  allocations  (excluding  needs  cri¬ 
terion  funds)  for  each  eligible  State  and 
territory  follow: 


1.  Alabama*  _  0115.000 

2.  Alaaka  (maximum) _  000,000 

8.  American  Samoa -  04. 000 

4.  CaUfomla  _  620,  (XIO 

6.  (Connecticut  _ 156,000 

6.  Delaware _  114,000 

7.  Plorlda _  446,000 

8.  Oeorgia  _ _ ... _ _ _  156,000 

0.  Ouam _ _ _ _ _ _  06, 000 

10.  HawaU _  187,000 

11.  minola _  248.000 

12.  Indiana  _  111,000 

18.  Louisiana _ _ _ _  842, 000 

14.  Maine _  189,000 

16.  Maryland _ _ _  249,000 

16.  Massachusetts  ..i _  204,000 

17.  Michigan _  SOI.  000 

18.  Minnesota _  101,000 

19.  Mlsalsslppl  _  105,000 

20.  New  Hatnpahlre _ _ _ _ _  09. 000 

21.  New  Jersey _ 284,000 

22.  New  York _  567,000 

08.  North  OavoMna _  188,000 

94.  Ohio _  178,000 

85.  Oregon _  IM.  (WO 

96.  Pennsylvania _  189,000 

97.  Puerto  Rioo _ _ _  180,  000 

96.  Rhode  teland _  125.000 

90.  South  OaroUaa _  176,000 

•0.  Texas _  954.000 

81.  Virginia _  228.000 

32.  Virgin  Islands _  06.000 

S3.  Washington  _ _  833, 000 

84.  Wisconsin  _ 162,000 

Subtotal  _  7.772,000 

Needs  crUerloa  allocation* _  1,228.000 

Total -  8.000.000 


*  Rounded  to  necuest  81,000. 

■Xttdudee  048  J71  axoeaa  over  10  percent 
ttantt  In  Alaska. 

§  926.7  Duration  of  allocation. 

The  allocattons  as  determined  and 
computed  above  are  published  for  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  coastal  sone  management 
program  development  grants  during  Fis¬ 
cal  Tear  1975,  which  Is  the  seoood  year 
for  which  these  funds  are  available. 
NOAA  will  monitor  the  progress  of  States 
under  this  program  and  make  an  assess¬ 
ment  during  ITsdal  Year  1975  of  the  rel¬ 
ative  financial  needs  of  the  States.  This 
assessment  may  lead  to  alterations  in 
the  method  of  allocation  and  the  alloca¬ 
tloa  figures  for  fiscal  years  subsequent 
to  Fiscal  Tear  1975.  Such  revIsioDs  will 
ba  duly  puUl^ed. 

(PR  Doc.78-8666  Piled  8-13-75:8:45  am] 
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Titia  20— Employees’  Benefits 

CHAPTER  III— SOaAL  SECURITY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 

EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
(Rags.  No.  6.  furtbar  aaiaailsd] 

PART  405 — FEDERAL  HEALTH  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  FOR  THE  AGED  AND  DISABLED 

(1965. - ) 

Subpart  I — Premiums  for  Supplaraeotary 
Medical  insurance  Benefits 

Sttpplementart  Medical  iNsxntANCB 
BENsnrs  Premium  Billiho 

On  October  2.  1974,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  <39  PR 
35577  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
with  a  proposed  amendment  to  Subpcu't 
I,  Regulations  No.  5.  The  proposed  regu¬ 
lation  permits  benefleiaries  whose  title 
n  benefits  are  not  payable  because  of 
work  or  for  other  reasons  to  be  billed 
quarterly  for  supplementary  medical  in¬ 
surance  (SMI)  premiums,  but  not  neces¬ 
sarily  (as  is  provided  under  present  regu¬ 
lations)  on  a  calendar-qusuler  basis.  In¬ 
terested  persons  were  given  SO  days 
within  which  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments  or  sugg^tions  thereon. 

The  proposed  regulation  revises  section 
405.912(b)  to  permit  the  Social  Se<nirity 
Administration,  at  its  option,  to  biU 
monthly  title  n  beneficiaries  (other  than 
those  receiving  age-72  special  payments), 
who  are  in  suspense  status,  for  any  S 
month  quarter  instead  of  restricting  such 
billings  to  a  calendar  quarter  basis. 

A  suggestion  was  received  but  not 
adopted  that  would  allow  individuals  to 
be  billed  annually  or  semiannually  If 
they  so  desired.  This  is  not  within  the 
scope  of  the  proposed  amendment,  which 
only  oonforms  the  SMI  premium  billing 
and  collection  procedures  for  benefidary 
enroUees  with  those  for  nonbeneficiary 
oirollees.  Moreover,  experience  has 
shown  that  most  indivldusils  find  It  con¬ 
venient  to-be  billed  for  premiums  on  a 
quarterly  basis.  In  any  event,  ttie  regula¬ 
tion  expressly  provides  (and  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  provide)  that  any  enroDee  may 
pay  more  than  1  quarter’s  premiums  at  a 
time  if  be  so  chooses;  of  course.  If  his 
premium  for  a  quarter  has  been  paid,  he 
will  not  be  billed  for  that  quarter. 

Accordingty,  the  proposed  amendment 
Is  ad(q>ted  without  change  as  set  forth 
below. 

(Bscs.  1102, 1840(»).  1871. Social  Sacurlty  AoL 
as  amended;  49  Stat.  047,  as  amended;  79 
Stat.  907,  831.  as  amended;  (43  T7JB.O.  1803, 
1808s(e).t895hh)) 

Effective  date.  These  amendments  will 
be  effective  on  or  before  April  14. 1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Aaslstanoe 
Program  No.  18.801.  Health  Insuraaoe  tor  the 
Aged  and  Dlaabled — SupptoaseatMy  Madlaal 
Insuranoa.) 

Dated:  Febniai724. 1975. 

J.  B.  CUKOWtXL, 

CommUsUmer  o/  Social  Eeemrttw, 

Approved:  March  15, 1975. 

Caspar  W.  WBzmBRGEa. 

Secretary  o/  Health,  Editcatkm, 
and  Welfare. 


Part  405  of  Chapter  m  of  Title  20  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Is 
amended  as  foUows: 

Paragraph  (b)  oi  i405d)12  Is  revised 
to  read  as  follows : 

9  405.912  Cf^ection  of  premiums  wliMe 
monthly  benefits  are  suspended. 

•  •  •  •  a 

(b>  Collection  of  premium*  tohere 
monthly  benefU'Payment*  ujill  not  be  re¬ 
sumed  during  the  current  taxable  year. 
Where  an  enroUee’s  monthly  title  n 
benefit  payments  (other  than  age-72  spe¬ 
cial  payments  (see  S  405.916) )  are  being 
suspended  for  an  indefinite  period  or  far 
a  definite  period  which  will  not  permit 
collection  of  all  premiums  due  from 
monthly  benefits  payable  in  the  ciurent 
taxable  year,  the  enroUee  should  pay  his 
premiums  by  direct  remittance  when  he 
is  billed.  The  first  billing  will  be  for 
whatever  premiums  are  necessary  to' 
place  him  in  a  quarterly  cycle.  There¬ 
after,  assuming  such  premiums  are 
promptly  paid,  the  enroUee  will  be  billed 
on  a  quarterly  basis  for  3  months’  pre¬ 
miums  (see  $  405,913).  If  the  enroUee, 
however,  wishes  to  pay  premiums  for 
more  ihan  1  quarter  at  a  time,  he  may 
do  so. 

[FB  Doc.7&-67e3  Filed  8-18-76:8:48  am] 

Titie  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I — FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 

EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
SUBCHAPTER  C — DRUGS 

PART  133 — DRUGS;  CURRENT  GOOD 

MANUFACTURING  PRACTICE  IN  MAN¬ 
UFACTURE.  pr(x:essihg,  packincl 

OR  HOLDING 

Asbestos-Form  Particles  In  Drugs  for 
Parenteral  Injection 

TTie  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
September  28,  1973  (38  FR  27076).  a 
notice  proposing  to  restrict  the  utillxa- 
tion  of  asbestos  filters  In  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  parenteral  drugs  and  par¬ 
enteral  drug  ingredients,  and  to  pro¬ 
hibit  the  use  of  asbestos-containing  talc 
as  a  food,  or  food  or  drug  Ingredient,  or 
In  fcNXl  and  drug  packaging  materials, 
within  certain  analytical  restrictions. 
The  notice  provided  for  the  AUng  of 
comments  within  90  days. 

Asbestos  fibers  are  known  to  cause 
cancer  when  inhaled  In  large  amnunta. 
Also,  asbestos  and  other  fibers  are  con¬ 
sidered  likely  to  have  a  similar  adverse 
effect  If  present  in  parenteral  drugs, 
although  this  has  not  been  proven.  Be¬ 
cause  of  ~this  UkelUuxxl.  thu  order  pro¬ 
vides  that,  whenever  possible,  asbestos- 
containing  or  other  fibw-releaslng  filters 
not  be  used  in  the  manufacture,  proc¬ 
essing  or  packaging  of  drugs  intended 
for  parenteral  injection  in  humaxu.  Also, 
it  provides  for  measures  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  fibers  prei^t  in  such  prod¬ 
ucts,  where  it  is  not  possible  to  elimi¬ 
nate  these  filters  In  the  production  of  a 
drag. 

The  (xinunents  made  in  response  to  the 
September  28, 1973  proposal  fall  Into  two 


main  categories.  One  concerns  provisions 
to  decrease  the  potential  for  Ingestion  of 
asbestos  fibers.  ’The  other  concerns  pro¬ 
visions  to  decrease  the  potential  for  in¬ 
jection  of  asbestos  fibers.  A  dl8(ms8lon  of 
each  category  of  comments,  and  the 
Cknnmlssion’s  conclusions,  are  set  forth 
bdow. 

A.  Comments  on  provisions  dealing 
with  ingestimi  potential  of  asbestos 
fibers: 

1.  The  Commissioner  proposed  that 
any  food,  food  packaging  material,  drug, 
drug  ingredient  or  drug  packaging  ma¬ 
terial  containing  tolc  that  is  not  free 
from  asbestos  fibers  as  determined  by  a 
particular  analytical  metiKxl  should  be 
deemed  adulterated  in  violation  of  sec¬ 
tion  402(a)(1)  of  tile  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

Nineteen  comments  related  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  analytical  method  for  talc  under 
$  121.2006  (21  cm  121.2006).  The  com¬ 
ments  were  primarily  frmn  representa¬ 
tives  of  food.  drug,  and  talc  mining  firms, 
but  also  included  four  (tonsultant  labora¬ 
tories  and  two  other  fedend  agencies.  Al¬ 
though  it  Is  apparent  that  most  of  these 
respondents  did  not  actually  use  the  de¬ 
signated  method,  and  were,  therefore,  re¬ 
flecting  their  general  experience  with 
optical  crystallography  or  a  personal 
preference  for  other  analytical  methods, 
none  of  the  respondents  supported  the 
pihposed  method  for  compliance  pur¬ 
poses.  ’Ihe  predominant  objections  to  the 
proposed  method  were  that  it  is  difficult 
to  use.  laborious,  and  not  practical  for  its 
intended  purpose.  Several  comments 
offered  the  opinion  that  only  the  most 
highly  trained  mlcroscopists  would  be 
capcOile  of  using  the  method  with  any 
reasonable  accuracy  or  precision.  Mem- 
bm  of  one  trade  association  collabora- 
tively  studied  tiie  method  with  10  mlcros- 
oopists,  each  examining  seven  samples 
of  talc.  Four  participants  admittedly 
could  not  use  the  method  to  count  the 
samples,  and  there  was  obvious  Incon¬ 
sistency  in  the  results  reported  by  other 
mkuoscopists. 

A  number  of  alternative  methods  for 
determining  asbestos  partictes  In  talc 
were  suggested  by  the  respondents.  Al- 
thoogh  optical  microscopy  using  dlsper- 
sion  staining  was  the  most  fre()uently 
suggested  method,  others  suggested  x-ray 
diffraction,  spectrophotometiy.  and  sev¬ 
eral  electron  microscopy  and  microprobe 
techniques  as  preferred  or  sumioittve 
analytical  methods.  Ahuiy  of  the  re- 
9X>ndents  additicmally  expressed  their 
willingness  to  join  a  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  analytical  task  fence  to 
evaluate  applicable  metiuxlology. 

Although  the  Commissions  cannot 
agree  that  the  designated  optical 
crystallographic  method  is  unreliable 
when  used  by  those  experienced  in  the 
art.  he  recognises  that  an  effective  com- 
tdlance  method  must  have  greater  utUltr 
and  acceptance  than  Indicated  by  the 
commmits  on  the  proposed  method. 

The  Commissioner  has.  theref(me. 
decided  to  delay  any  final  regulation  for 
talc  imtil  an  acceptable  method  for  deter 
mining  the  presence  of  asbestos  particles 
can  be  developed  for  this  substuiee.  TbIs 
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ares  of  research  currently  Is  being  ac¬ 
tively  pursued  ty  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administratl<m. 

2.  Several  comments  objected  to  the 
purity  limitations  for  talc  which  were  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  proposed  method.  Many 
thought  that  requirements  that  talc 
be  99.9  percent  amphibole-free  and  99.99 
percent  chrysotile-free  unreasonable, 
while  others  insisted  that  any  limitation 
was  unreasonable  unless  it  could  be  de¬ 
monstrated  to  reflect  known  hazard 
levels  by  Ingestion.  While  one  respondent 
calculated  that  20,000  amphibole  and 
3,500  chrysotfle  flbers  (of  5  micixxneters 
X  1.7  micrometers  size)  should  be  permit¬ 
ted  before  any  talc  sample  exceeded  the 
established  limits,  another  respondent 
observed  that  individual  asbestos  par¬ 
ticles  often  vary  in  size  a  milllon-f(fld, 
thus  making  it  difficult  to  relate  particle 
counts  to  the  percentage  of  asbestos  con¬ 
tamination  in  talc. 

Although  the  decision  of  the  Com¬ 
missioner  to  delay  any  flnal  regulation  on 
talc  has  rendered  these  comments  moot, 
the  Commissioner  wishes  to  respond  to 
these  comments  to  clarify  his  position  on 
posssible  future  talc  regulations. 

As  Indicated  in  the  proposal,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  recognizes  that  the  evidence 
coiuxmlng  the  possible  hazard  frmn  in- 
gestioQ  of  asbestos  pscrticles  is  oontra- 
diotory  and  inconclusive.  Hie  method 
was  therefore  not  proposed  in  order  to 
indicate  any  known  hazard  from  asbes¬ 
tos,  but  was  Intended  to  establish  a  good 
manufacturing  inactice  limitation  for 
the  use  of  talc  in  food  and  drugs  imtil 
an  assessmmt  of  the  hazard,  if  any.  of 
Ingested  asbestos  can  be  determined. 

The  particle  limitaticm  accompanying 
the  prcgxised  method  represents  the  best 
assessment  the  Food  and  Drug  Admln- 
Istratkm  of  the  probability  of  occurrmce 
of  such  particles  In  natural  talc  deposits, 
the  ability  of  the  method  to  detect  such 
particles,  and  the  need  to  assign  a  limit 
to  define  the  absence  of  asbestos.  The 
Food  and  Drug  Admlnlstratlmi  has  also 
examined  numerous  tale  samples  un¬ 
defined  grade  In  the  past.2'yeax8,  using 
the  ixropoeed  methodology,  gnd  finds  that 
approximat^y  two-thirds  of  such  sam¬ 
ples  are  within  these  Umltations.  The 
Commisskmer  therefore  concludes  that 
the  proposed  particle  UmitatliHis  would 
not  Impose  an  unreasonable  burden  <» 
manufacturers  of  talc  if  these  llmitatkms 
are  ultimately  adopted. 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
has  been  aware  of  the  possible  extreme 
variation  in  asbestos  particle  size  that 
may  occiur  In  natural  deposits  of  talc. 
Eliminating  particles  less  than  5  mlcrom- 
eien  long  or  with  less  than  a  3-to-l 
length-to-wldth  ratio  considerably  nar¬ 
rows  the  range  at  permissible  particles 
counted  by  the  proposed  method.  Con¬ 
sidering  the  variaticm  In  particle  size  that 
may  yet  be  possible,  however,  a  typical 
IMLiticle  of  300  cubic  micrometers,  weigh¬ 
ing  iq;H>roxlmately  1  nanogram  (Ref.  1) 
was  used  to  assure  a  purl^  of  talc  at 
least  99  J)  percent  free  of  amphibole  types 
of  asbestos  fibers  and  at  least  99.99  per¬ 
cent  free  of  chrysotile  asbestos  fibers. 

3.  Three  emnments  from  Industrial 
firms  objected  to  the  propcised  analytical 


requirements  fm*  talc  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  paper  and  paperboard  In 
9  121.101(h)  (21  CFR  121.101(h)).  All  of 
these  comments  contended  that  asbestos, 
in  asbestos-containing  talc,  does  not  mi¬ 
grate  to  packaged  food  when  talc  is  used 
for  this  purpose.  One  of  these  comments 
contained  results  of  recently  conducted 
studies  which  were  intended  to  prove  this 
contention. 

After  a  thorough  review  of  submitted 
ccHiunents,  and  examination  and  evalu¬ 
ation  of  additional  requested  studies,  the 
Conunlssioner  concludes  that  this  com¬ 
ment  has  demonstrated  the  validity  of 
this  contention  in  a  manner  consistent 
with  available  methodology.  In  the  con¬ 
ducted  studies,  the  conunent  has  dem¬ 
onstrated  that  dry  packaged  and  shipped 
salt  contains  less  than  0.01  part  per  bil¬ 
lion  asbestos  when  in  direct  and  continu¬ 
ous  contact  with  unooated  paper  con¬ 
taining  up  to  6  percent  tremolitio  asbes¬ 
tos.  Although  detectlcm  was  limited  by 
the  bulk  of  ash  recovered  from  other 
products7such  as  fresh  wrapped  and  fro¬ 
zen  meat,  dry  packaged  macaroni,  dried 
milk,  rice,  and  com  flakes,  the  comment 
has  also  demonstrated  that  these  prod¬ 
ucts  contain  less  than  10  parts  per  bil¬ 
lion  asbestos  under  test  and  market  con- 
ditimis.  The  analytical  detcdls  of  these 
studies  are  on  file  with  the  Hearing 
Cleiic,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  I^me,  RoekvlDe, 
MD  20852. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that  the 
above  reported  salt  study  represents  a 
practical  upper  limit  of  migration  of  as¬ 
bestos  from  food-contact  paper  and  pa¬ 
perboard.  This  conclusion  is  based  upcm 
consideration  of  the  extreme  abrasive 
nature  of  salt  as  compared  to  other  dry 
foods,  and  the  unusuidiy  high  tremolitic 
asbestos  content  of  the  test  paper  (6  per¬ 
cent)  as  cmnpared  to  reported  levels  of 
use  (0.02-6.4  percent)  In  food-contact 
paper  and  paperboard. 

The  Commissioner  therefore  concludes 
that  the  comment  has  demonstrated  that 
ibe  a^Mstos  content  of  talc  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  food-  or  dmg-contaet 
paper  and  paperboard  does  not  represent 
a  potential  contaminant  of  packaged 
food  or  drugs,  as  assessed  by  cmrrently 
available  methodology.  Accordingly,  the 
Commissioner  is  withdrawing  the  anidyt- 
Ical  limitations  proposed  for  talc  in 
f  121.101(h),  xmless  new  methodology  or 
toxicological  assessment  requires  further 
evaluation  of  this  question. 

4.  The  Commissioner  stated  In  the  pro¬ 
posal  that  it  had  been  decided  not  to 
promulgate  a  proposed  regulation  gov¬ 
erning  the  utilization  of  asbestos  filters 
In  the  processing  of  food  and  beverages. 
One  comment  stated  that  this  was  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  Commissioner’s  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  on  the  asbestos  content 
of  food-grade  talc,  and  that  attempts  to 
limit  asbestos  ingestion  should  apply 
imlforroly  to  all  sources.  Another  com¬ 
ment  stated  that  the  Commissioner’s 
decision  not  to  regulate  the  use  of  as¬ 
bestos  filters  in  food,  beverage  and  non- 
parenteral  drug  preparations  was  based 
(m  the  improven  notion  that  the  amounts 
of  asbesots  which  are  contributed  to 


man’s  overall  exposure  by  these  sub¬ 
stances  are  small.  The  comment  con¬ 
tended  that  evidence  is  lacking  to  show 
that  the  ingestion  of  small  amounts  of 
asbestos  is  safe  and  that  the  responsibil¬ 
ities  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  for  promulgation  of  regulations  to 
lessen  the  total  human  exposure  to  as¬ 
bestos  were  not  mitigated  by  the  fa(rt  that 
all  human  exposure  to  asbestos  cannot 
be  regulated  by  the  agency. 

’The  Commissioner  agrees  that  uniform 
and  consistent  regulations  should  be 
adopted  on  an  industry-wide  basis.  In 
this  Instance,  the  lack  of  available  re¬ 
producible  methodology  for  determining 
asbestos-form  fibers  in  beverages  and 
otljker  foods  led  the  Commissioner  to  pro¬ 
pose  the  regulation  of  talc  before  han¬ 
dling  other  related  matters.  In  any  event, 
the  comment  has  now  become  moot  since 
the  Commissioner  has  decided  to  delay 
a  final  ruling  on  talc  as  a  direct  food  or 
drug  ingredient. 

The  Commissioner  also  concludes  that 
neither  the  available  data  on  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  fibers  to  foods  and  nonparenteral 
drugs  by  use  of  asbestos  filters  nor  the 
data  on  the  asbestos  content  of  municipal 
water  are  sufficiently  reliable  to  permit 
promulgation  of  regulatory  controls  at 
this  time.  Evidence  indicates  a  wide  vari¬ 
ation  of  asbestos  fiber  contamination  in 
the  water  supply  of  the  cities  of  the 
United  States,  with  some  reports  that 
the  waters  of  the  San  Francisco.  CA. 
and  the  Duluth,  MN,  areas  are  among 
the  highest  in  asbestos  content.  How¬ 
ever.  the  lack  of  consistency  of  test  meth¬ 
ods  and  their  applications  leads  to  ques¬ 
tions  concerning  these  data.  A  recent 
epidemiological  study  of  cancer  mortal¬ 
ity  in  Dviluth  over  the  last  14  years  (Ref. 
2)  has  concluded  that,  up  to  this  time, 
no  carcinogenic  effect  could  be  demon¬ 
strated  from  ingestion  of  the  manielpal 
waters.  Some  reports  have  been  received, 
claiming  little  or  no  asbestos  addition 
to  the  aforemenJUoned  products  by  the 
use  of  filters  (Ref.  3).  Other  reports 
from  Caaada,  which  indicate  seme  in¬ 
creases  in  the  asbeotos  content  of  bever¬ 
ages  (Ref.  4  and  5)  over  background 
water,  show  that  the  flnal  levels  are  com¬ 
parable  to  the  background  levels  in  areas 
of  the  United  States.  ’Therefore,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  has  decided  to  delay  the  i»o- 
mulgatioB  of  any  regulation  on  the  pro¬ 
hibition  of  use  of  asbestos  filters  for  the 
preparation  of  foods  and  nonparenteral 
drugs  until  more  reliable  data  can  be 
obtained  on  the  background  concentra¬ 
tions  of  asbestos  In  drinking  watw  and 
the  role  of  asbestos  filters  In  regard  to 
the  addition  of  fibers  to  Ingestlble 
products. 

5.  Many  comments  endorsed  or  con¬ 
demned  the  proposals,  or  parts  (ff  them, 
with  respect  to  water,  food,  and  beverage 
contamination.  Although  most  of  these 
comments  did  not  supply  any  additional 
data  or  information,  a  current  asbestos 
feeding  study  by  J.  M.  Q.  Davis  (Ref.  6) 
and  a  1967  study  by  O.  M.  Bonser  and 
D.  B.  Clayton  (Ref.  7)  were  cited  as  fmr- 
ther  evidence  of  no  harm  from  Ingested 
asbestos.  Other  comments  cited  the  1972 
conclusion  of  the  Advisory  Committee 
(m  Asbestos  Cancers  (Ref.  8)  that  there 
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was  no  evidence  of  an  Increased  rl^  of 
cancer  from  asbestos  fibers  In  water, 
beverages,  and  food,  or  In  fluids  used  for 
the  administration  of  drugs,  and  one 
comment  cited  a  recent  study  by  Kleln- 
feld.  Messlte,  and  Zakl  (Ref.  9)  which 
reports  no  Increase  of  gastrointestinal 
and  peritoneal  cancer  among  talc 
workers  exposed  to  talc  dusts  for  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  15  years. 

From  analysis  of  the  foregoing  com¬ 
ments  received  concerning  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  ^bestos  in  talc,  from  thorough 
re-revlew  of  the  scientific  evidence  avail¬ 
able  concerning  the  adequacy  of  the 
available  methodology  to  determine  the 
amount  of  asbestos  In  tedc.  and  from 
consideration  of  the  controversial  nature 
of  evidence  to  demonstrate  the  hazard 
to  health  presented  by  ingestion  of  the 
amounts  of  asbestos  fibers  normally  to 
be  expected  in  talc  used  In  food  or  drugs, 
or  In  food  or  drug  packaging  materials 
containing  talc,  or  in  beverages,  other 
foods  and  nonparenteral  drugs  prepared 
with  the  use  of  asbestos  filters,  the  CTom- 
mlssioner  concludes  that  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  regulations  on  the  limitations  or 
prohibition  of  the  use  of  asbestos  filters 
for  the  preparation  of  foods  and  non¬ 
parenteral  drugs  and  of  the  amount  of 
asbestos  fibers  In  talc  for  use  In  food  and 
drugs  or  which  might  migrate  Into  food 
or  drugs  from  talc-containing  packaging 
materials  Is  unwarranted  until  more 
reliable  data  can  be  obtained  ooneemlng 
these  matters. 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  In 
ooojunctlon  with  other  agencies.  Is  plan¬ 
ning  extensive  experiments  to  determine 
If  long  term  exposure  to  Ingested  asbestos 
fibers  represents  a  definitive  hazard  to 
human  health.  As  noted,  until  this  study 
is  completed  or  other  data  become  avall- 
aUe.  the  Commissioner  has  determined 
that  a  prohibition  of  the  use  of  asbestos^ 
containing  filters  in  the  processing  oi 
food  and  beverages,  and  of  asbestos- 
containing  talc  as  a  food  or  food  additive 
or  in  drugs  or  drug  ingredients  is  unwar¬ 
ranted  due  to  lack  of  sufficient  data.  In 
the  interim,  maufacturers  of  food  and 
drugs  are  urged  to  Investigate  all  means 
of  eliminating  the  use  of  such  filters  and 
tale,  and^  to  keep  the  Food  and  Dn|g 
Administration  informed  about  changes 
in  formulation  and  processing  of  this 
type- 

B.  In  order  to  deid  with  the  injection 
potential  of  asbestos  fibers,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  proposed  that  the  good  maim- 
facturlng  practice  regulations  for  drags 
be  amended  to  require  that  filtration  pro¬ 
cedures  for  parenteral  drugs  shall  utlUae 
either  a  non-flber-releasing  filter  such 
as  a  membrane  filter  or.  If  an  asbestos- 
containing  filter  Is  used  because  It  is 
necessary,  the  procedures  idian  also 
utilise  an  additional  non-asbestos-con- 
talnlng  or  non-fiber-releasing  filter  such 
as  a  membrane  filter  to  reduce  asbestos 
fiber  content  to  the  minimum  level  fea¬ 
sible  vuiless  such  a  subsequent  filter  win 
compromise  the  safety.  Iclentlty, 
strength,  quality,  or  purity  of  the 
product. 

Comments  received  In  response  to  this 
part  of  the  notice.  deaUng  with  the  in¬ 


jection  potential  of  asbestos  fibers,  are 
as  follows: 

1.  A  number  of  comments  stated  that 
there  is  no  conclusive  evidence  that 
asbestos  filters  add  fibers  to  the  filtrate, 
or  that  asbestos  has  caused  deleterious 
effects  as  a  result  of  parenterally  admin¬ 
istered  drugs. 

Asbestos  fibers  were  found  In  a  number 
of  samples  of  parenteral  drugs  by  Nichol¬ 
son  et  al.  (Ref.  10)  and  also  by  a  sub¬ 
sequent  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
Investigation  of  parenterals.  Although 
the  Fo(xl  and  Drug  Administration  has 
demonstrated  that  filtration  through  as¬ 
bestos  of  a  water  sample  highly  contami¬ 
nated  with  asbestos  fibers  can  signifi¬ 
cantly  reduce  the  number  of  fibers  pres¬ 
ent,  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
also  has  direct  evld.ence  that  the  utili¬ 
zation  of  asbestos  filters  can  cause  as¬ 
bestos  contamination.  The  preliminary 
report  of  the  latter  study  is  on  public 
dl^lay  In  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk. 
TTie  evidence  of  the  deleterious  effects  of 
parenteral  asibestos  administration  (Ref. 
1,  11.  12,  and  13)  requires  that  the 
amount  of  contamination  In  these  prod¬ 
ucts  be  minimized.  Consequently,  the 
Commissioner  has  determined  that  It  is 
important  that  asbestos-containing  fil¬ 
ters  be  replaced  with  n(m-flber-releaslng 
filters  unless  it  Is  demonstrated  that  It  is 
not  p<}ssible  to  manufacture  a  safe  and 
effective  parenteral  drug  or  parenteral 
drug  ingr^ent  without  the  use  of  such 
an  asbestos-containing  filter.  In  the  lat¬ 
ter  Instance,  a  final  non-flber-releaslng 
filter  Shan  be  used  to  reduce  the  content 
of  any  asbestos-form  particles  in  the  drug 
or  drug  Ingredient.  Use  of  an  asbestos- 
containing  filter  with  subsequent  use  of 
an  additional  non -asbestos-containing, 
non-fiber-releasing  filter  shaU  be  pennls- 
stbla^nly  upon  submission  of  evidence  to 
Che  appropriate  bureau  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  that  substitntlcm 
for  the  asbestos  filter  of  a  non-flber-re- 
leasing  filter  will  or  Is  likely  to  compro¬ 
mise  the  safety  or  effectiveness  of  the 
drug.  Use  of  an  asbestos-containing  fil¬ 
ter  without  subsequent  use  of  an  addi¬ 
tional  non-asbestos-containing,  non- 
flber-releaslng  filter  shall  be  perintolble 
only  upon  submission  of  evidence  that 
neither  the  substitutton  for  the  asbestos- 
containing  filter  nor  the  use  of  a  STffi- 
sequent  mm-flber-releasbtg  filter  can  be 
accomplished  without  compromising  the 
■afety  or  effectiveness  of  Uie  drug. 

2.  One  comment  noted  that,  although 
there  have  been  several  demonstrations 
cf  the  addition  of  nonasbestos  filters  as 
final  IBters  in  the  production  of  Injecta- 
Ue  biologies,  there  remains  concern  that 
the  replsogpient  of  asbestos  filters  with 
non-asbestos-eontaining  filters  would  up¬ 
set  delicate  filtration  parameters  of  the 
product  preparation  process.  An  18- 
month  period  was  suggested  as  the  idDow- 
able  period  of  time  for  technical  deveiop- 
nrnit  of  the  new  processes. 

The  Oommlssioner  agrees  that  a  spe¬ 
cific  period  for  process  development  and 
modification  should  be  provided  In  the 
regulations.  Therefore.  It  ssonths  will  be 
allowed  for  compliaaoe.  Firms  not  con¬ 
forming  to  these  regulations  wltida  12 
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months  of  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
regulation  will  be  required  to  submit 
monthly  progress  reports  thereafter  con¬ 
cerning  attempts  to  implement  the  re¬ 
quired  procedures  and  any  difficulties  la 
maintenance  of  product  quality. 

S.  A  large  number  of  comments  stated 
that  many  parenteral  products  would 
suffer  In  safety  and  quality  because  of  a 
requirement  to  replace  asbestos-contain¬ 
ing  filters  In  the  manufacturing  process. 

The  Commissioner  agrees  that  It  Is  es¬ 
sential  that  the^  be  no  increase  In  risk 
to  the  public  as  a  result  of  this  action. 
The  regulation  provides  for  continued  use 
of  asbestos  filters  where  no  alternative 
Is  feasible.  The  responsibility  for  demon¬ 
strating  that  the  replacement  of  asbest(^ 
filters  or  the  utilization  of  a  final  non- 
fiber-releaslng.  non-asbestos-contalning 
filter  decreases  product  quality  and  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  safety  remains  that  of  the 
manufacturer.  Evidence  for  such  product 
alteration  must  be  submitted  to  the  ap¬ 
propriate  bureau  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  for  approval  of  the  con¬ 
tinued  use  of  the  unmodified  asbestos 
flltraticm  processes. 

4.  One  comment  objected  to  the  utfli- 
zation  of  the  terms  “membrane  filter" 
and  “non-flber-rrieaslng  filter,”  stating 
that  the  former  term  was  too  limiting 
as  a  reccxnmendation  for  a  replacement 
of  filters  which  may  release  asbestos 
fibers  and  that  the  latter  phrase  should 
be  changed  to  “asbestos-^ntalnlng  or 
medla-migratlon-exhibiting  filter.”  This 
comment  claimed  that  Che  term  ”non- 
fiber-rrieaslng”  should  be  replaced  slnoe 
small  quantities  of  the  fibrous  support 
used  tax  many  cellulose-ester  membrane 
filters,  as  well  as  fibers  and  particles 
from  the  manufacturing  process  for 
cartridge  and  other  type  filters,  are  re¬ 
leased  by  cleaning  and  flushing  prior  to 
marketing  of  ttie  product.  Another  com¬ 
ment  stated  that  the  proposed  r^fula- 
tions  (fid  not  contain  a  definltkm  of  a 
non-flber-releasing  filter.  Comments  also 
stated  that  i  133.8  should  not  use  the 
terms  “flber-rrieaslng”  and  “asbestos- 
containing**  interchangeably,  and  one 
comment  objected  to  the  synonoosous 
use  of  tile  terms  “fiber”  and  “asbeites 
fiber.” 

The  Commissioner  agrees  that  the  reg¬ 
ulation  should  not  specify  only  one  tilie 
of  filter  which  would  satisfy  the  new  re- 
quirensentB,  and  thus  has  deleted  the 
term  “membrane  filter.”  *rhe  Ocxnmis- 
stoner  also  concludes  that,  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  these  regulations,  a  non-fiber- 
releastng  filter  shall  be  defined  as  a  non- 
asbeetoa.  nonglass  fiber  filter  which, 
after  any  appropriate  pretreatment  such 
as  washing  or  flushing,  will  not  continue 
to  release  fibers  into  the  drug  or  drug 
Ingredient  which  Is  to  be  filtered.  *XhB 
distinction  is,  therefore,  made  between 
filters  which  rriease  fiben  by  media  mi¬ 
gration.  l.e.,  continuous  relesse  due  to 
the  nature  (if  the  filter,  and  filters  which 
contain  fibers  from  structural  supports 
a«<i  centamination.  The  utillzatioa  of 
nonasbestos,  nonglass  fiber  filters  In  the 
latter  category  win  be  pennltted  pro¬ 
vided  that  appropriate  pretreatmsoA 
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which  eliminates  fiber  contaminant  re¬ 
lease,  has  been  accomplished.  As  the 
similarity  between  the  carcinogenicities 
of  asbestos  and  fibrous  glass  Ims  been 
noted,  fibrous  glass  filters  have  been 
added  to  this  definition  to  prevent  the 
widespread  conversion  from  asbestos  to 
this  type  of  filter  (Ref.  14  and  15).  A 
fiber  is  defined  as  “any  particle  with 
length  at  least  three  times  greater  than 
its  width"  (Ref.  15  and  16). 

The  Commissioner  realizes  that  the 
definition  of  a  fiber-releasing  filter  ez- 
•ludes  the  possibility  of  the  use  of  an 
asbestos  or  fibrous  glass  filter  locked  into 
a  matrix  which  precludes  the  release  of 
fibers.  However,  no  such  technology  was 
presented  as  feasible  by  any  of  the  com¬ 
ments.  Therefore,  the  Commissioner 
concludes  that  the  definition  of  a  fiber¬ 
releasing  filter  is  apprc^riate  for  this 
regulation  and  that,  should  a  method  for 
production  of  such  a  non-fiber-releasing 
asbestos  or  glass  containing  filter  become 
available,  the  definition  will  be  subject  to 
review. 

5.  One  comment  suggested  that  the 
proposed  requirement  that  "no  asbestos- 
containing  filter  may  be  used  unless  it  is 
not  possible  to  manufacture  a  drug  with¬ 
out  the  use  ol  such  a  filter"  be  replaced 
by  “when  an  asbestos-containing  filter 
te  utilized,  a  suitable  after-filter  must 
also  be  utilised  to  retain  fibers." 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that  such 
a  change  would  be  unacceptable  since 
the  purpose  of  these  regulations  is  to 
minimize  the  amount  of  asbestos  or 
asbestos-form  fibers  in  parenteral  drugs 
thereby  minimizing  the  possibility  of  del¬ 
eterious  effects,  and  although  an  after¬ 
filter  will  substantially  reduce  the  num¬ 
ber  of  these  fibers  in  the  product,  it  can¬ 
not  be  assumed  that  it  wU  remove  all  of 
this  material.  Hence,  the  Commissioner 
has  determined  that  the  best  means  to 
eliminate  asbestos  contamination  from 
parenteral  drugs  Is  by  removal  of  the 
asbestos  filters  from  the  process  when¬ 
ever  possible.  As  stated  in  paragraph  B.3. 
cf  this  preamble,  the  Commissioner 
agrees  that  there  must  be  no  increase  in 
risk  to  the  public  from  any  product  the 
manufacturing  process  of  which  is  re¬ 
quired  to  be  changed.  However,  he  re¬ 
iterates  that  the  use  of  an  asbestos  filter 
will  be  permissible  only  upon  a  demon¬ 
stration  by  the  manufacturer  that  the 
replacement  of  an  asbestos  filter  by  a 
non-fiber-releasing  filter  or  the  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  a  final  or  after-filter  is  non-fiber- 
relMsing  adverse  affects  the  quality, 
safety,  and  effectiveness  of  the  product. 

6.  One  ocmunent  objected  to  the  state¬ 
ment  in  the  proposal  that  the  use  of 
asbestos  filters  in  parenteral  drug  manu¬ 
facturing  is  prohibited  “unless  it  is  not 
possible  to  manufacture  that  drug  or 
drug  ingredient  without  the  use  of  such 
a  filter,"  claiming  that  the  lack  of  a  more 
Ojedfic  statement  will  lead  to  capricious 
regulatory  decisions. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that 
there  is  no  more  reasonable  method  by 
which  to  make  a  determination  of  the 
impossibility  of  achieving  the  desired 
product  quality  and  effectiveness  without 
the  use  of  asbestos-containing  filters 


than  by  individual  evaluation  by  knowl¬ 
edgeable  scientists.  No  automatie  de¬ 
cision  scheme  was  suggested  in  the  com¬ 
ment.  Therefore,  the  responsibility  for 
submission  of  the  evidence  required  for 
this  determination  will  rest  with  the 
manufacturer  and  the  responsibility  for 
accepting  or  rejecting  the  request  for  use 
of  asbestos-containing  filters  will  rest 
with  the  appropriate  biu^au  in  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration. 

7.  Two  comments  objected  to  the  fact . 
that  the  regulations  were  limited  to  the 
release  of  asbestos  and  asbestos-form 
fibers  and  suggested  that  all  extraneous 
material  such  as  dlatomaceous  earth, 
carbon,  silica,  micro-fiberglass,  etc.,  also 
be  regulated. 

The  Commissioner  agrees  that  there  is 
reason  to  be  concerned  about  all  par¬ 
ticulate  contamination  in  parenteral 
drugs,  but  concludes  that  this  problem 
should  be  considered  separately  from  the 
subject  regulations.  Therefore,  except  for 
fibrous  particulates,  the  Commissioner 
has  decided  to  await  clarification  of  the 
degree  of  other  types  of  contamination 
and  the  possible  health  effects  of  such 
other  particulates  prior  to  developing 
iq^plicable  regulations.  A  call  for  scien¬ 
tific  information  in  this  regard  will  be 
published  in  the  Fzobkal  Rzcisixa  in  the 
future. 

8.  One  comment  objected  to  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  proof  of  reduction  of  asbes¬ 
tos  fibers  by  the  use  of  subsequent  non- 
asbestos-containlng  filters  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  a  parenteral  drug  or  drug 
ingredient  when  submitting  a  request  for 
approvaL.of  a  process  in  which  asbestos 
filters  are  used.  This  and  one  other  com¬ 
ment  claimed  that  the  National  Institute 
for  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
(NIOSH)  analytical  method,  as  well  as 
other  analsrtical  methods  for  detennina- 
tion  of  asbestos-form  fibers  in  parenteral 
drugs,  is  Inadequate  quantitatively  to 
demonstrate  reduction  and  is  immensely 
dllQcult  to  perform. 

The  F(X}d  and  Drug  Administration 
and  other  government  agencies  are  pres¬ 
ently  attempting  to  develop  reproducible, 
practical  and  useful  methodologies  for 
these  analyses,  and  amendments  to  these 
regulations  will  be  promulgated  upon  the 
satisfactory  completion  of  this  research. 
The  Commissioner  has  decided  that  un¬ 
til  these  studies  are  completed,  the  evi¬ 
dence  for  reduction  of  asbestos-form 
fiber  content  need  not  be  obtained  if 
adequate  downstream  filtration  is  ac¬ 
complished.  Thiis,  the  requirement  of 
proof  of  reduction  of  asbestos  fiber  con¬ 
tent  is  omitted  and  the  use  of  a  non¬ 
fiber-releasing  filter  of  0.22  micron 
maximum  pore  size  is  added  to  this  regu- 
laticm  (0.45  mi(ut>n  maxiimim,  if  the 
manufacturing  conditions  so  dictate) . 

9.  One  comment  claimed  that  It  is 
Inappropriate  to  control  all  types  of 
asbestos  fibers  uniformly,  as  asbestos 
filters  are  composed  primarily  of  chryso- 
tile  which  is  less -hazardoue  to  human 
health  than  amphiboles. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that  this 
differential  in  hazard  has  not  been  es¬ 
tablished  for  parenterally  administered 
asbestos.  Studies  by  Reeves  et  al.  (Ref. 


17)  have  demonstrated  mesotheliomas  in 
rats  and  rabbits  from  pleural  and  peri¬ 
toneal  injections  of  both  chrysotile  and 
crocidollte  fibers.  Further  studies  have 
been  initiated  by  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  on  the  effects  of  parenteral 
injections  of  chrysotile  fibers  in  experi¬ 
mental  animals. 

10.  One  comment  indicated  that.  In 
the  study  of  parenteral  administration  of 
a^)est06  to  animals  by  Schmahl  (Ref. 
11),  the  tumors  that  occurred  were  not 
related  to  asbestos  since  they  were 
sarcomas  rather  than  mesotheuomas. 

Although  mesotheliomas  are  closely  re¬ 
lated  to  inhalation  of  asbestos,  there 
also  has  been  an  association  of  carci¬ 
noma  of  the  lung  with  asbestos  inhala¬ 
tion.  As  with  other  carcinogens,  several 
types  of  tumors  may  occur  as  a  result  of 
exposure  to  a  particular  carcinogen  de¬ 
pending  upon  the  route  of  exposure.  The 
Commissioner  therefore  concludes  that 
the  data  in  this  reference  are  valid  and 
may  possibly  implicate  asbestos  in  the 
development  of  these  malignant  tumors 
of  soft  tissues,  namely,  sarcomas. 

11.  One  commenter  presented  data 
demonstrating  that  membrane  filtration 
was  capable  of  removal  of  all  asbestos 
particles  from  his  asbestos-filtered  prod¬ 
uct  (beer)  as  measured  by  electron  mi¬ 
croscopy.  However,  even  though  the  con¬ 
tainer  for  this  product  was  subjected  to 
a  final  rinse  by  municipal  water,  the 
packaged  product  contained  a  signlflk»mt 
number  of  asbestos  fibers.  Similarly,  the 
Fo(x'  an(l  Drug  Administration  has  fotind 
asbestos  particles  in  parenteral  drugs 
produced  by  manufacturers  who  do  not 
use  asbestos  filters  in  their  processes. 

These  indications  of  substantial  con¬ 
tamination  of  the  product  from  typi<»d 
liquid  containers  have  led  the  Comnfis- 
sioner  to  conclude  that  cleansing  and 
rinse  water  for  the  containers  for  paren¬ 
teral  drugs  shall  be  filtered  through  non¬ 
fiber-releasing  filters  equivalent  to  those 
required  for  post-asbestos-filter  filtration 
to  r^ove  inherent  fiber  contamination. 

12.  The  Environmental  Impact  Anal¬ 
ysis  Report  (EIAR)  and  other  relevant 
materials  have  been  reviewed  and  it  has 
been  determined  that  the  pr(q;>06ed  use 
grill  not  have  a  significant  environmental 
Impact.  Copies  of  the  EIAR  are  available 
in  the  office  of  the  Assistant  Commis- 

-sioner  for  Public  Affairs,  Rm.  15B-42.  or 
the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Rm.  4-^5, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  5600 
Fishers  Lane.  Rockville,  MD  20852. 

The  indications  to  references  set  forth 
in  the  preamble  are  to  the  following, 
which  are  on  display  in  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk: 

1.  **Parenter«l  Preparations,  Pyrogens,"  In 
Remington's  Pbarmaceutlcal  Oclenees,  14tli 
•d.,  Chaptei^sa,  p.  1542, 1970. 

2.  Mason.  T.  J..  P.  W.  McKay  and  B.  W. 
Miller,  "Asbestos-Like  Fibers  In  Eluluth 
Water  Supply:  Relation  to  Cancer  Mortality," 
"Journal  of  the  American  Medical  Associa¬ 
tion,"  228:1920,  May  20.  1974. 

8.  Comment  from  Asbestos  Research  Coun¬ 
cil.  March  1. 1974. 

4.  Cunningham,  H.  M.  and  R.  Pontetraet: 

(a)  "Asbestos  Fibers  in  Beverages  and 
ZMnklng  Water.”  "Nature"  382:882-888, 
1971. 


FEOEtAL  RE6ISTEI,  VOL  40,  NO.  51— FRIDAY,  MARCH  14,  1975 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


11869 


(b)  **S]ni^>o«lum  on  Indnotrlal  Cbemlcala 
M  Food  Contomlnoots,"  "Journal  ot  tbo  As- 
aoclatlon  of  Ol&cUU  Analytical  OhemUts,** 
66:07«-081. 1973. 

5.  Pontefract,  B..  and  H.  M.  Ounnlngbam, 
"Penetration  of  Aabestos  through  the  Dlgee- 
Uve  Tract  of  Rats."  "Nature,"  343:362-353, 
1973. 

6.  Davis,  J.  M.  a..  Institute  of  Occupational 
Nfedldne  BcUnburgh,  Scotland,  unpublished 
report. 

7.  Bonser,  O.  M..  and  D.  B.  Clayton,  "Feed¬ 
ing  of  Blue  Asbestos  to  Rats,"  1967  Annual 
Report,  British  Ehnplre  Caiuser  Campaign  for 
Research,  p.  343. 

8.  "Bep^  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Asbestos  Cancers  to  the  Director  of  the  In¬ 
ternational  Agency  for  Research  on  Cancer," 
"British  Journal  of  Industrial  Medicine,” 
80:180-186,  1973. 

9.  Klelnfeld,  M..  J.  Messite,  and  M.  H.  ZaU. 
"Mortality  Experiences  Among  Talc  Work¬ 
ers:  A  Follow-up  Study,"  "Journal  of  Oc¬ 
cupational  Medicine,"  16:345-349,  1974. 

10.  Nicholson,  W.  H.,  C.  J.  Ma^are  and 
I.  J.  SellkofT,  "Asbestos  Contamination  of 
Parenteral  Ih^a,"  "Science."  177:171-173, 
1972. 

11.  Schmahl,  D.,  "Carcerogene  Wlrking  von 
Asbest  bel  Implantation  von  Ratten,"  “Zelt- 
schrlft  fur'  Krebsforschung,"  63:561-567, 
1958. 

13.  Roe,  F.  H.  C..  R.  L.  Carter,  M.  A.  Walters 
and  J.  S.  Harrington,  "The  Pathological  ef¬ 
fects  of  Subcutaneous  Injections  of  Asbestos 
Fibers  in  Mice:  Migration  of  Fibers  to^ub- 
meeothellal  Tissues  and  Induction  of  Meso- 
thellonutf,”  "International  Journal  of  Can¬ 
cer."  3: 638-638,  1967. 

13.  Kanazawa,  K..  M.  8.  O.  Blrbeck.  R.  It. 
Carter  and  F.  J.  C.  Roe.  "Migration  of  Aa¬ 
bestos  Fibers  from  Subcutaneous  Injection 
Sites  In  Mice,"  "British  Journal  of  Cancer,” 
34:96-106, 1970. 

14.  "Symposium  on  Occupational  Exposure 
to  Fibrous  Olass,"  sponsored  by  National  In¬ 
stitute  for  Occupational  Safety  and  Health. 
University  of  Maryland,  June  36-27,  1974. 

16.  Stanton,  Mearl  F..  “Fiber  Carcinogene¬ 
sis:  Is  Asbestos  the  Only  Hazard?"  “Journal 
of  the  National  Cancer  Institute,"  63:633 
(1974). 

16.  "Occupational  Exposure  to  Asbestos," 
Criteria  document.  UB.  Public  Health  Serv- 
loe.  National  Institute  for  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health.  Chapter  Tm,  pg.  6,  1973. 

17.  Beeves.  A.  J.,  H.  E.  Puro.  R.  O.  Smith 
and  A.  J.  Vorwald.  "Experimental  Asbestos 
Carcinogenesis,"  "Environmental  Research," 
4:496-511, 1971. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  501,  502,  701,  52  Stat.  1049- 
1051,  1055-1056,  as  amended;  21  UJS.C. 
351,  352,  371)  and  under  the  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  C7FR 
2.120),  Part  133  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  9  133.8  by  adding  new 
paragraph  (J),  to  read  as  follows; 

§  13S.8  Production  and  control  proce¬ 
dures. 

•  •  •  s  • 

(J)  Use  of  asbestos-containing  or  other 
fiber-releasing  filters:  (1)  Filters  used 
in  the  manufacture,  processing  or  pack¬ 
aging  of  components  of  drug  products 
for  parenteral  injection  in  humans  shall 
not  release  fibers  into  such  products.  No 
asbestos-containing  or  other  fiber-re¬ 
leasing  filter  may  be  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture,  processing  or  packaging  of  such 


products  unless  it  is  not  possible  to  man¬ 
ufacture  that  drug  product  or  component 
without  the  use  of  such  a  filter.  Filtra¬ 
tion,  as  needed,  shall  be  through  a  non¬ 
fiber-releasing  filter.  For  the  piuposes 
at  this  regulation  a  non-fiber-releasing 
filter  is  defined  as  a  nonasbestos,  non¬ 
glass  fiber  filter  which,  after  any  appro¬ 
priate  pretreatment  such  as  washing  or 
fiushing,  will  not  continue  to  release 
fibers  into  the  dnig  product  or  compo¬ 
nent  which  is  being  filtered.  A  fiber  is  de¬ 
fined  as  any  particle  with  length  at  least 
three  times  greater  than  its  width. 

(2)  If  use  of  a  fiber-releasing  filter  is 
required,  an  additional  non-fiber-releas¬ 
ing  filter  of  maximum  pore  size  of  0.22 
mlcrcms  (0.45  microns  if  the  manufac¬ 
turing  conditions  so  dictate)  shall  sub¬ 
sequently  be  used  to  reduce  the  content 
of  any  asbestos-form  particles  in  the 
drug  product  or  component.  Use  of  an 
asbestos-containing  filter  with  or  with¬ 
out  subsequent  use  of  a  specific  non- 
fiber-releasing  filter  is  permissible  only 
upon  submission  of  proof  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  bureau  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  that  use  of  a  non-fiber-re¬ 
leasing  filter  will,  or  is  likely  to, 
compromise  the  safety  or  electiveness  oi 
the  drug. 

(3)  Substitution  for  a  fiber-releasing 
filter  shall  be  achieved  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  14,  1976.  If  such  substitution  is 
not  achieved  on  or  before  March  14, 
1976,  the  manufacturer  of  the  drug  prod¬ 
uct  for  parenteral  Injection  who  requires 
the  additional  6  months  to  develop  new 
manufacturing  procedures  so  as  to  uti¬ 
lize  non-fiber-releasing  filters  in  place  of 
fiber-releasing  filters  shall  submit 
monthly  reports  to  the  appropriate  bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Food  and  Ihug  Administra¬ 
tion  indicating  iHugress  in  substituting 
the  new  filters.  Such  a  substitution  shall 
be  shown  to  have  been  effected  without 
loss  of  the  safety  or  effectiveness  of  the 
drug. 

2.  By  revising  9 133.9  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  133.9  Product  containers  and  their 
components. 

Suitable  specifications,  test  methods, 
cleaning  procedures,  and  when  indicated, 
sterilization  procedures  shall  be  used  to 
assure  that  containers,  closures,  and 
other  component  parts  of  drug  packages 
are  suitable  for  their  intended  use.  Con¬ 
tainers  for  parenteral  drugs,  drug  prod¬ 
ucts  or  diug  components  shall  be 
cleansed  with  water  which  has  been  fil¬ 
tered  through  a  non-fiber-releasing  filter 
equivalent  to  that  indicated  in  9  133.8(J) 
(2).  Product  containers  and  their  com¬ 
ponents  shall  not  be  reactive,  additive, 
or  absorptive  so  as  to  alter  the  safety, 
identity,  strength,  quality,  or  purity  of 
the  drug  or  its  components  beyond  the 
official  or  established  requirements  and 
shall  provide  adequate  protection  against 
external  factors  that  can  cause  deterio¬ 
ration  or  contamination  of  the  drug. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  April  14,  1975. 


(Secs.  501,  602,  701,  52  Stwt.  1040-1061,  lOiS^ 
1066,  M  amended;  (31  nB.O.  351,  352.  371)  ) 

Dated:  February  28, 1975. 

A.  M.  Schmidt. 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(FR  Doo.75-6733  Filed  S-13-75;8:45  amj 


[Becodlflcatlon  Docket  No.  6] 
SUBCHAPTER  D— DRUGS  FOR  HUMAN  USE 

PART  436— TESTS  AND  METHODS  OP 
ASSAY  OF  ANTIBIOTIC  AND  ANTIBI¬ 
OTIC-CONTAINING  DRUGS 

Reorganization  and  Republication; 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-12338  appearing  at 
page  18921  hi  the  Federal  Register  of 
May  30.  1974,  the  heading  for  9  436.206 
appearing  on  page  18959  is  corrected  to 
read  "9  436.206  Test  for  metal  varticles 
in  ophthalmic  ointments.’* 

Dated:  March  11, 1975. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
’Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 
(FR  Doo.75-6853  Filed  8-lS-75;8:45em] 


PART  444— OUGOSACCHARIDE 
ANTIBIOTIC  DRUGS 

PART  446— TETRACYCUNE  ANTIBIOnC 
DRUGS 

Otic  and  Ophthalmic/Otic  Preparations 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
is  amending  Parts  444  and  446  to  delete 
two  sections  that  refer  to  drugs  no  longer 
being  certified,  to  delete  a  section  that 
has  been  superseded,  and  to  amend  a 
section  to  provide  for  a  test  method. 

The  final  order  for  DES3I  8583  et  al.. 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
September  19.  1974  (39  FR  33665),  re¬ 
voked  the  provisions  for  otic  use  from 
99  444.342g  and  446.367c.  In  addition,  it 
amended  9  446.367e  by  separating  it  into 
two  sections,  9  446.367e  for  the  ophthal¬ 
mic  dosage  form  and  a  new  9  446.467d  for 
the  otic  dosage  form.  However,  the  docu¬ 
ment  failed  to  account  for  sections  de¬ 
scribing  products  for  both  eye  and  ear 
use  that  appear  twice  in  the  regulations, 
as  recodified  May  30, 1974  (39  FR  18922) , 
in  the  subpart  for  ophthalmic  dosage 
forms  and  in  the  subpart  for  otic  dosage 
forms.  As  a  result.  Part  444  now  con¬ 
tains  9  444.442e  that  refers  to  drug  prod¬ 
ucts  that  are  no  longer  being  certified. 
Part  446  contains  9  446.467c  that  refers 
to  drug  products  no  longer  being  cer¬ 
tified  and  9  446.467b  that  has  been  super¬ 
seded  by  a  new  section.  Therefore,  these 
three  sections  should  be  revoked. 

In  addition,  the  amendment  to  9  446.- 
367e  in  the  order  of  September  19,  1974 
inadvertently  omitted  the  test  method 
for  sterility.  It  is  provided  for  below. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  502,  507,  52  Stat.  1050-1051, 
as  amended,  59  Stat.  463,  as  amended; 
21  UJS.C.  352,  357)  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR 
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aaao),  Chmiter  I  of  nue  21  of  the  Oode 
of  FMcxbI  BeculAtkxis  to  amended  m 
follows; 

S  44f  44?e  [Revoked] 

l.In  Pari  444,  |444.442e  Neomycin 
evliate-hydroeortisone  acetate  eye-ear 
drops;  neomycin  sulfate-prednisolone 
acetate  eye-ear  drops  to  revoked. 
2.InPart44«; 

a.  In  I  446.36Te,  by  redesignating  para- 
gri4>h  (b)  (2)  as  paragraph  <b)  (3)  and 
adding  a  new  paragn4;>h  (b)  (2)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  44d367e  Oxytetracyclinc  kydbfodilo- 
ride-^wlymyxin  B  mlfate  ophthalmic 
oinUnenU 

G  •  •  to  to 

<b)  •  •  • 

(2)  SterUity.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
1 436.20  of  this  chapter,  using  the  method 
described  in  paragraph  (e)  (3)  of  that 
section. 

(3)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
1 436.201  of  this  dtapter. 

§  446.467b  [Revoked] 

b.  By  revoking  i  446.467b  Oxytetracy- 
cUne  hydrochloride-polymyxin  B  sulfate 
eye  and  ear  ointment. 

§  446.467c  [Revoked] 

e.  By  revoking  f  446.467c  Oxytetracy- 
cUne  hydrochloride-hydrocortisone  ace¬ 
tate  ophthalmic  and  otic  suspension. 

The  Commissioner  finds  that  notice, 
public  procedure,  and  delayed  effective 
date  are  unnecessary  for  the  iMromulga- 
tion  of  this  order  since  it  only  provides 
for  technical  changes  and  updating  of 
these  regulations  to  make  them  coDstot> 
ent  with  regulatory  action  previously 
taken 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  March  14, 1975. 

<Sec8.  602,  607,  62  Stat.  1050-1061,  as 

amended,  69  Stat.  46S,  as  amended  (21 17.8.0. 
S6a,  357)  ) 

Dated:  March  11,  1975. 

Mast  A.  McEnibt, 
Assistant  to  the  Director  for 
Regulatory  Affairs,  Bureau  of 
Drugs. 

(FB  DOC.7&-6854  FUed  3-13-75:8:45  am] 


IDESI  Noa.  8583,  8874.  0162,  9188,  and  60306; 
Docket  No.  FDC-D-877:  NDA  Mo.  60-308, 
etc.] 

PART  444— OUGOSACCHARtOE 
ANTIBIOTIC  DRUGS 

PART  446— TETRACYCUNE  ANTIBIOTIC 
DRUGS 

PART  448— PEPTIDE  ANTIBIOTIC  DRUGS 

Otic  and  Ophfiialmic/Otic  Preparations; 
Partial  Confirmation  of  Order  Revoking 
and  Revising  Provisions  for  Certifica* 
tioR;  Stay  of  Revocation 

An  order  was  published  in  the  Feoebal 
Rarnsna  of  Septembo:  19,  1974  (39  FR 
33665)  amending  the  antibiotic  drug 
regulations  to  revoke  the  followixto:  sec¬ 
tions  which  provide  for  certification  of 
certain  otic  and  c^hthalmic/otic  prepa¬ 


rations;  sections  444.442a,  444.442b, 

444.470a.  446.467a,  446.481,  and  448.410. 
The  or^  also  amended  Parts  444  and 
446  of  the  antibiotic  regulati(»is  by 
amending  ii  444.341g,  444.452a,  446.3670. 
and  446.367e,  and  adding  a  new 
I  446.467d. 

This  notice  to  to  confirm  the  effective 
date  of  the  order  revoking,  amending, 
and  issuing  the  above  antibiotic  certifica¬ 
tion  regulations,  except  that  the  revoca¬ 
tion  of  i  444.442a  is  stayed  pending  com¬ 
pletion  of  a  review  of  the  objections  and 
material  submitted  pursuant  to  a  request 
for  hearing  by  Sobering  Corp.,  manu¬ 
facturer  of  Otobiotic  Otic  Solution,  cer¬ 
tifiable  under  that  section. 

Having  received  a  request  for  hearing 
frexn  Scherlng  Corp.,  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  concludes  that  inso¬ 
far  as  it  pertains  to  i  444.442a,  the 
effective  date  of  the  order  should  be 
stayed  in  order  to  allow  time  for  comple¬ 
tion  of  review  of  the  objections  and  ma¬ 
terial  submitted.  When  this  review  is 
completed,  the  Commissioner  will  an¬ 
nounce  in  the  Federal  Register  whether 
or  not  reasonable  groimds  have  been  re¬ 
ceived  for  the  request  for  hearing. 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  502, 
607,  52  Stat.  1050-1051,  as  amended.  59 
Stat.  463,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  352, 
SSI)  and  imder  authority  delegated  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
(21  CFR  2.120),  notice  to  given  that  no 
obJecticHis  were  filed  to  that  part  of  the 
order  affecting  i§  444.342g.  444.442b, 
444.470a,  444.542a.  446.367c,  446.367e. 
446.467a.  446.467d.  446.481.  and  448.410. 
Aceordingly.  that  part  of  the  order  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereby  became  effective  on 
October  29,  1974,  except  that  those  por¬ 
tions  applicable  to  drugs  labeled  for  both 
ophthalmic  and  otic  use  became  effective 
on  December  18,  1974,  and  the  effective 
date  of  the  order  is  hereby  stayed  inso¬ 
far  EU!  it  applies  to  the  revocation  of 
I  444.442a  of  the  antibiotic  drug  regula¬ 
tions  pending  evaluation  of  the  objec¬ 
tions  and  request  for  hearing. 

Dated:  March  10. 1975. 

Saw  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
Compliance. 

|FR  Doc.75-8736  FUed  3-13-75;8:46  am] 


Title  23 — Highways 

CHAPTER  II— HIGHWAY  SAFETY  PRO¬ 
GRAM  STANDARDS.  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  74-22;  Notice  2] 

PART  1214 — INCENTIVE  GRANT  CRITE¬ 
RIA  FOR  REDUCTION  OF  STATE  AN¬ 
NUAL  HIGHWAY  FATAUTY  RATES 

Federal  Grants  to  States 

This  notice  amends  Title  23,  Code  of 
Federal  Regtilations,  by  adding  a  new 
Part  1214  that  specifies  criteria  for 
awarding  Incentive  grants  to  the  States 
that  make  the  most  significant  progrew 
in  reducing  their  annual  rate  of  high¬ 
way  fatalities  per  100,000,000  miles  of 
vehicle  travel.  This  action  to  taken  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  219  of  the  Highway 


Safety  Act  of  1973  (23  U.8.C.  403<I)  (2)  ) . 
whidi  authorises  the  awarding  of  fatality 
rate  grants  and  requires  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  criteria  for  that  purpose.  Pro¬ 
posed  criteria  were  published  May  22, 
1974,  39  FR  17979,  with  a  45-day  com¬ 
ment  period.  Copies  of  the  criteria  were 
also  sent  to  the  Advisory  ComtDtosion 
for  Intergovernmental  Rdatlons. 

After  a  careful  review  of  all  comments 
received  to  date,  the  criteria  are  adopted 
as  proposed,  except  that  proposed  re¬ 
quirement  i  1214.5(b)  has  been  elim¬ 
inated.  Re^nses  to  some  oT  the  com¬ 
ments  are  set  forth  below. 

The  comments  emphasized  several  im¬ 
portant  general  points.  First,  given  the 
wide  variation  among  the  States  as  to 
such  factors  as  population,  degree  of 
urbanization,  and  proportions  of  urban 
and  limited  access  highway  miles  of 
travel,  it  to  difficult  to  develop  simple, 
objective  criteria  each  of  which  places 
all  States  on  the  same  footing.  What  to 
sought  from  this  action  to  the  selectkm 
of  several  criteria  which  together  tend 
to  minimize  the  differences  between  the 
States  and  carry  out  the  purposes  of  sec¬ 
tion  402  (J)  (2). 

Second,  making  long-term  Judgments 
about  the  criteria  to  difficult  when  a  list 
of  potential  grantees  for  a  single  year 
only  to  available.  Consequently,  as  ex¬ 
perience  is  gained  under  the  Incentive 
program,  the  criteria  will  be  re-evaluated 
periodically  to  determine  whethn:  any 
amendments  are  desirable. 

Section  1214.4.  As  proposed,  this  sec¬ 
tion  specified  that  flat  grrants  equal  to  25 
percent  of  a  State’s  apportionment  of 
section  402  funds  would  be  awarded  to 
as  many  eligible  States  as  possible.  Mon¬ 
tana  and  Tennessee  urged  that  this  sec¬ 
tion  be  amended  to  establish  a  slidhig 
scale,  tying  the  size  of  a  State’s  grant  to 
the  extent  of  its  fatality  rate  reduction, 
so  that  grants  could  be  made  to  all 
eligible  States.  This  suggestion  has  not 
been  adopted  since  reducing  the  amount 
of  the  grants  would  reduce  their  Incen¬ 
tive  value  as  well.  Furthermore,  any  pro¬ 
posal  for  Increasing  the  number  of  re¬ 
cipient  States  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  intention  imderlying  section  402 (J) 
(2)  that  grants  be  given  to  only  the 
States  making  the  most  significant  pro¬ 
gress  in  lowering  their  highway  fatality 
rates. 

Section  1214.S(b).  Not  have  a  fatality 
increase  of  a  percentage  greater  than  that 
of  any  national  fatality  increase.  Oregon 
objected  to  this  requirement  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  handicap  the  States 
whose  population  to  growing  faster  than 
the  national  population.  Teimessee 
stated  that  the  change  in  the  rate  of  fa¬ 
talities  per  100,000,000  vehicle  miles  to  a 
more  realistic  and  equitable  measure  of 
n  State’s  progress  In  improving  highway 
safety  than  the  change  in  absolute  niun- 
ber  of  fatalities.  'The  NHTSA  and  PHWA 
agree  with  these  comments  and,  accord¬ 
ingly,  have  decided  to  eliminate  pre^posed 
requirement  (b). 

Section  1214.S(c).  Have  a  fatality  rate 
for  the  base  calendar  year  not  greater 
than  one-half  the  national  fatality  rate 
for  such  year.  Idaho.  Minnesota,  Mlssto- 
sippL  Montana,  and  Oregon  urged  that 
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piiii  reQuirement  be  eliminated,  for  the 
reason  that  only  small  States  with  a  hlih 
proportion  of  urban  miles  of  travel  could 
satiny  it.  The  requirement  is  intended  to 
give  recofimition  to  States  that  maintain 
exceptionally  low  fatality  rates  and  man* 
age  to  reduce  their  rates  even  fiuther. 
While  small  States  may  have  a  better 
chance  than  other  States  to  achieve  such 
a  rate,  no  State  can  do  so  easily.  As 
diown  in  the  table  of  preliminary  data 
in  the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking, 
only  a  shigle  State  would  have  succeeded 
in  meeting  the  requirement  for  fiscal  year 
1974.  Final  data  showed  that  no  State 
would  have  succeeded.  Since  it  appears 
that  not  many  States  will  satisfy  the  re* 
qulrement  in  the  future.  It  will  probably 
not  confer  a  significant  practical  advan* 
tage  upon  any  State. 

Michigan  and  the  American  Mutual  In* 
Biurance  Alliance  (AMIA)  suggested  that 
the  requirement  was  too  stringent  amd 
urged  that  a  substantially  higher  figure 
be  adopted  (AMIA).  or  that  the  States 
with  the  lowest  rates  be  made  eliglUe 
(Michigan).  The  effect  of  either  of  these 
suggestions  would  be  to  enable  some 
States  to  satisfy  proposed  requirement 
(c)  automatically.  This  would  be  inoon* 
slstent  with  the  purpose  of  proposed  re¬ 
quirement  (c) ,  which  is  to  aff(^  States 
that  have  traditionally  achieved  low  fa* 
tality  rates  a  imlque  opportunity  to  qual* 
Ify  for  an  incentive  grant  through  addi¬ 
tional  effort.  Accordingly,  the  NHTSA 
and  FHWA  found  it  desirable  to  leave  the 
fraction  in  proposed  requirement  (c)  un* 
changecL 

Section  1214.S(d) .  Have  a  fatality  rate 
reduction  of  a  percentage  not  les$  than 
10  percent  greater  than  that  of  any  na- 
Uonal  fatality  rate  reduction.  California 
and  New  York  commented  that  since  the 
fatality  rate  reductions  of  the  several 
most  highly  populated  States  were  sig* 
nlflcantly  determinative  of  the  national 
rate  reduction,  such  States  would  have 
a  particularly  difficult  time  trying  to  ex* 
cekl  the  national  rate  reduction  by  10 
percent.  While  there  may  be  some  merit 
In  this  comment,  the  taUe  in  the  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  showed  that 
Pennsylvania,  nilnois,  and  Ohio,  the 
third,  fifth,  and  sixth  most  hlghly*popu* 
lated  States,  respectively,  would  have 
satisfied  proposed  requirement  (d)  for 
fiscal  year  1974.  In  view  of  Uiese  resiilts 
and  of  the  mandate  in  section  402(J)  (2> 
that  grants  be  given  to  only  those  States 
that  make  the  most  significant  progress 
in  reducing  their  fatality  rates,  this  re* 
qulrement  has  been  left  unchanged. 

Section  1214.8.  For  the  same  reasons 
that  Montana  objected  to  proposed 
i  1214.5(c),  it  also  opposed  ranking 
States  that  meet  that  subsection  above 
States  that  satisfy  proposed  1 1214.5(d). 
This  system  of  ranking  is  appropriate, 
however,  since  a  State  will  have  to 
achieve  an  exceptional  level  of  sustained 
performance  and  continue  to  reduce  its 
fatality  rate  in  order  to  meet  proposed 
S  1214.5(c) .  Further,  1 1214.6  will  not 
oause  any  significant  practical  disad¬ 
vantage  to  States  unable  to  meet  pro¬ 
posed  i  1214.5(c).  since  it  appean  cer- 
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tain  that  only  a  few  States  will  satisfy 
that  subsection. 

The  notice  of  pnwosed  rulemaking  In¬ 
vited  suggestions  for  overcoming  the 
problems  ot  developing  and  gathering 
the  data  necessary  for  the  participation 
of  the  Indian  reservations  In  the  Incen¬ 
tive  program.  However,  no  suggestions 
were  received,  and  no  solutions  have 
been  devised  up  to  this  time.  Accordingly, 
the  Indian  reservations  will  not  be  able 
to  participate  in  the  program  for  the 
present.  If  any  suggestions  are  received 
in  the  future,  they  will  be  carefully  con* 
ftldClTGCl* 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  23 
cm  CTiapter  n.  Subchapter  B.  Is  hereby 
amended,  by  adding  a  new  Part  1214, 
Incentive  Grant  Criteria  for  Reduction 
of  State  Annual  Highway  Fatality  Rates, 
effective  March  14, 1975. 

Issued  on  March  6. 1975. 

NorbextT.  TtmAim. 

AdmiTiistrator, 

Federal  Highway  Adminiatration. 

Jakxs  B.  Oxxgoit, 
Administrator.  National  High^ 
way  Traffic  Safety  Administration. 

Bee. 

1314.1  Scope. 

1314.3  Puipoee. 

1314g  Deflnltlons. 

1314.4  Award  procedures. 

13 14 A  EllglbUlty  requirements. 

1314.5  Ranking  of  the  eligible  States. 

1314.7  Calculation  of  a  Bute'S  vehicle  mUes 

of  travel,  fatalities,  and  fStelltr 
rate. 

1314.8  Calculation  of  the  national  vtiiicle 

miles  of  travel,  fatalities,  and 
fatality  rate. 

Authositt:  Sec.  310,  Pub.  X..  03-87,  87 
Stet.  300,  S3  UJ3.C.  403(J);  and  delegation 
of  authority  at  40  CTO  1.48  and  lAl. 

§  1214.1  Scope. 

This  part  establlidies  criteria,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  23  UB.C.  402(J)(2).  for 
the  awarding  of  incentive  grants  to 
States  that  make  the  most  significant 
progress  in  reducing  their  annual  high¬ 
way  fatality  rates. 

§  1214.2  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  this  part  is  to  encour¬ 
age  the  States  to  develop  and  implement 
effective  measures  for  reducing  their 
highway  fatalities. 

8  1214.3  Definitions. 

(a)  “Base  calendar  year"  means  the 
calendar  year  immediately  and  fully  pre¬ 
ceding  a  fiscal  year  for  which  grants  are 
made  under  this  part. 

(b)  “Fatality  rate  reduction”  means 
a  decrease  in  the  fatality  rate  for  the 
base  calendar  year  relative  to  the  fatality 
rate  for  the  4  preceding  calendar  years. 

8  1214.4  Award  procedures. 

For  each  fiscal  year,  beginning  with 
fiscal  year  1975,  for  which  funds  are  au¬ 
thorized  for  implementation  of  23  UJ3.C. 
402(J)(2).  grants  of  25  percent  of  a 
State’s  aKwrtionment  of  highway  safety 
fimds  under  23  UB.C.  402  will  be  made 
to  the  States  eligible  under  8  1214.5  in  the 
order  ot  their  ranking  pursuant  to 
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8  1214.6.  Such  grants  win  be  made  imtil 
aU  eligible  States  have  received  a  grant 
or  \mtil  there  are  insufficient  funds  to 
award  a  25  percent  grant  to  the  State 
with  the  next  highest  ranking.  That 
State  will  be  granted  the  balance  of  the 
funds. 

8  1214.5  Eligibilltv  requirements. 

To  be  eligible  for  an  incentive  grant 
imder  this  part,  a  State  shaU  satisfy  the 
requirements  specified  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  and,  if  there  is  a  national 
fatally  rate  reduction,  either  paragraph 
(b)  or  paragraph  (c).  of  this  section. 
C^culatlons  of  vehicle  mUes  of  travel, 
fatalities,  and  fatality  rate  wiU  be  made 
as  specified  in  88  1214.7  and  1214.8.  An 
eligible  State  shall — 

(a)  Have  a  fataliW  rate  reduction; 
and.  if  there  is  a  national  fAtallty  rate 
reduction,  either 

(b)  Have  a  fatality  rate  for  the  base 
calendar  year  not  greater  than  one-half 
the  national  fatality  rate  for  such  year; 
or 

(c)  Have  a  fatality  rate  reduction  of 
a  percentage  not  less  than  10  percent 
greater  than  that  of  the  national  fatal¬ 
ity  rate  reduction. 

8  1214.6  Ranking  of  Ute  eligible  Slates. 

(a)  When  there  is  no  national  fatality 
rate  reduction — 

(1)  The  States  that  satisfy  8  1214.5  (a) 
and  (b)  will  be  initially  ranked  in  as¬ 
cending  order  of  their  fataUty  rates  for 
the  base  calen(iar  year. 

(2)  After  the  ranking  specified  in  par¬ 
agraph  (a)(1)  of  this  section  is  com¬ 
pleted,  the  States  that  satisfy  8  1214.5(a). 
but  not  (b),  will  be  appended  to  the 
ranking  in  descending  order  of  their 
fatality  rate  reductions. 

(b)  When  there  is  a  national  fatality 
rate  reduction — 

(1)  The  States  that  satisfy  8  1214.5  (a) 
and  (b)  will  be  initially  ranked  in  as¬ 
cending  order  of  their  fatality  rates  for 
the  base  calendar  year. 

(2)  After  the  ranking  specified  in 
paragraph  (b)  (1)  of  this  section  is  com¬ 
pleted.  the  States  that  satisfy  8  1214.5 
(a)  and  (c).  but  not  (b),  will  be  ap¬ 
pended  to  the  ranking  in  descending  or¬ 
der  of  their  fatality  rate  reductions. 

8  1214.7  Calculation  of  a  State**  vehicle 
miles  of  travel,  fatalities,  and  fatality 
rate. 

A  State’s  vehicle  miles  of  travel,  fatali¬ 
ties,  and  fatality  rate  will  be  calculated 
in  accordance  with  the  following  pro¬ 
cedures. 

(a)  Calculate  the  State’s  vehicle  miles 
of  travel  and  determine  its  highway 
fatalities  for  the  base  calendar  year  and 
for  each  of  the  4  preceding  calendar 
years  using  the  data  submitted  by  the 
State,  as  of  the  October  1  immediately 
following  the  bc»e  calendar  year,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  latest  revision  of  “In¬ 
structions  for  Reporting  Highway  Traffic 
and  Accidents,”  issued  by  the  Federal 
Highway  Administration  on  January  26, 
1968. 

(b)  Calculate  the  State’s  fatality  rate 
for  the  base  calendar  year  by  dividing 
the  State’s  highway  fatalities  for  such 
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year  Iqr  the  namber  of  yehlde  mllefl  of 
travel  In  ttie  State  for  su^  year  and 
midtii^bdnc  the  reeult  by  100,000,000. 

<e)  Calctdate  the  State’s  fatality  rate 
for  the  4  preceding  calendar  years  by 
dhrldlDg  the  sum  of  the  State’s  fatalities 
for  such  years  by  the  sum  of  the  vehicle 
miles  of  travel  in  the  State  during  such 
years  and  multlplylzig  the  result  by 
100,000,000. 

(d)  Calculate  the  State's  fatality  rate 
reduction  percentage  by  dividing  the  re¬ 
duction  by  the  State'S  fatality  rate  for 
the  4  preceding  calendar  years  and 
multiply  ing  the  result  by  100. 

1 1214A  Cslgalstisa  mi  die  Bstioasl  ve> 
hide  nrilf  of  travel,  fatalities,  aad 
fatality  rate. 

1110  national  vetiicle  miles  ot  travel, 
fatalities,  and  fatality  rate  wUI  be  cal¬ 
culated  In  accordance  with  the  pro- 
cechtrea  speclflad  In  sacCian  1214.7,  cx- 
eeiH  that  the  vdilde  miles  of  travel  and 
fatality  data  will  be  those  of  all  the 
States. 

[VS  Doe.TS-em  Filed  S-XS^B:8:48  am] 
Title  29 — Labor 

CHAPTER  l^WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  529— EMPLOYMENT  OF  PATIENT 

WORKERS  IN  HOSPITALS  AND  INSTI¬ 
TUTIONS  AT  SUBMINIMUM  WAGES 

ExiMSkm  of  Period  for  Tlnaaly  FUiiig 
AppUcadona 

On  FMiruary  T,  1975,  regulations.  29 
cm  Part  529,  whidi  govern  the  employ¬ 
ment  at  swbmintmqm  wages  under  the 
PaN  Labor  Btanchrds  Act  (52  Stat.  1062, 
aa  amended;  (39  UJBX;.  214) )  of  patisnta 
In  hospitals  and  feMtltuttons  primarily 
cnisged  In  tha  residential  care  of  the 
side,  the  aged,  or  mentally  M  or  defective 
were  piddWied  In  the  FtaNamL  Racism 
(46  PR  5775-6779>.  The  effective  date  of 
ttM  patient  worker  regidatlana  la  M- 
ruaxy  7. 1975. 

An  extairiOB  of  ttie  date  for  aidimls- 
Mon  of  appUcatlons  was  granted  throng 
Mardi  9.  1975.  permittiBg  the  cmplop- 
raent  of  patlait  worimrs  at  sutmdnlmum 
wages  In  hosAtaii  and  Institutions  with- 
out  cerUBaatas.  Btsaum  af  adratnlstriH 
live  rtimrultlas  each  as  pilntlag  the  leg* 
aiMl  dlstribatlng  the  regulations, 
applicatloDs.  and  Instructions,  theca  will 
be  InsulBdent  time  for  hospitals  and  In- 
atitutlons  to  file  applications  and  for 
these  aixphcatlons  to  be  acted  upon  by 
the  Wage  and  Hour  Dlvlskm  by  Iferch  9. 
1975.  Thersfore.  an  application  received 
In  the  appityulate  Regional  OlBee  of  t^ 
wage  and  Hour  Division  by  April  1. 1975 
vW  be  considered  timely  filed,  permitting 
on  Pabruary  7.  1975.  tte  employment  of 
weikers  at  snhmtnlmmn  wagea 
propoaed  In  the  application  by  the  hospt- 
tat  or  tnstltutton  without  certificate.  This 
aSowanee  Is  conditional  upem:  (a)  Com¬ 
pliance  with  die  provlslona  of  Part  529; 
and  (b)  Provision  for  the  payment  of 
back  wages  to  paOent  workers  If  a  oer^ 
ttflCL  '  a  M  or  tha  minimum  wage 

•at  ka  Urn  aertlflcata  la  *^***»‘  than  timt 
paAB  bp  ttmlmvlial  or  MatlhPlifma 


(ase.  14,  n  SIst.  loss,  m  smendsd;  (»  UAXl. 
ai4);  Beorgsnlntlon  Plan  Na  4  ot  1080  (S 
CSFB  mta-aa  Cosnp.  p.  laot);  SserMary’s 
Onter  Mo.  18-71  (88  VSL  8758).  sad  Xmpkty- 
msnt  StsndsnU  Ordsts  1-74  (88  VB  83841) ) 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  7th 
of  March.  1975. 

Bunau  B.  DBLintT. 

Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  Standards. 

|FB  X>os.76-f74a  FHsd  8-18-75:8:46  sm] 


PART  701— NEWLY  COVERED  EMPLOY¬ 
MENT  IN  PUERTO  RICO  OTHER  THAN 

GOVERNMENT-¥R>RKERS 

W^  Oidar;  Conaction 

Ih  Die  Wage  Order  for  Part  701  regard- 
Inj  needy  covered  employment  In  Puerto 
Rico  other  than  government  workers 
published  in  the  FKdsbsl  Racism  dated 
September  4,  1974.  (39  FB  32027)  there 
was  Inadvertently  omitted  at  page  32028 
In  1701.2  paragraph  (e)(1)  (iv)  which 
mrovldes  for  the  classification  and  wage 
rates  of  ticket  takers,  porters  and  other 
enmlayuss  In  thM  clam  thcatws  as  rec- 
ommanded  by  Industry  Committee  No. 
123-B.  Corrections  In  the  dates  of  In¬ 
creases  are  also  made  In  the  same  section 
at  page  32028  paragraph  (a)  (1)  (lil) . 

As  corrected  I  701.2  laads  aa  foUows: 

$701.2  Wagsratra. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Third  class  theaters.  (1)  •  *  * 

(111)  Box  office  cashiers,  assistant  mo^ 
Hon  fdctmre  profeetionists  and  assistant 
mamagen.  (A)  The  mtninmm  wage  for 
this  classification  is  $1.16  an  hour.  There¬ 
after.  this  rate  is  subject  to  the  automatic 
IneraiMm  provided  by  aectUm  6(a)  (2> 
(B)  of  the  Act.  Aoeordini^.  the  mini¬ 
mum  rate  will  be  $1.27  an  hour  effective 
May  1. 1975;  $1.39  an  hour  effective  May 
1,  1976;  $1A1  an  hour  effeettva  May  1, 
19T7;  $1.66  aa  hour  effeettva  May  1, 1978; 
$2.81  an  hour  effective  May  L 1979;  $1.96 
an  hour  affaetiva  May  L  1980;  $2^1  aa 
hour  effeettva  May  1. 1961;  $2A6  aahour 
effective  May  1.  1982  and  IPAO  an  hour 
effective  May  1. 1983. 

(Iv)  Ticket  takers,  porters  and  other 
empisgaw.  (A)  The  mlniinum  rata  lor 
OdB  daaslllcatloB  Is  $1.14  aa  hour.  There¬ 
after,  this  rate  Is  subject  to  tha  anto- 
mattc  Increases  provided  by  seetton 
6(a)  (2)  (B)  of  the  Act.  Accordingly  the 
zakilnnim  rate  win  be  $1.96  an  hour  effec¬ 
tive  May  1,  1975;  $1J8  an  boor  effective 
May  1. 19TB;  $1A0  an  hour  effective  May 
1.  un7:  $L65  an  hour  ellaettva  May  1. 
1979 ;$tA9aa  hour  effective  May  1, 1979; 
$1JB an  hour  effeettva  Miv  1. 1980;  $2.10 
aa  hour  effective  May  1,  1981;  $2J5  aa 
hour  effeettva  May  1,  1982;  and  $2J9  aa 
hour  affective  May  1. 1983. 

fllgaed  St  Warrington,  D.C,  ttils  Tth 
day  of  March  1975. 

Wabbxh  Dw  Tiiwam, 

Aedina  AdsninistTator, 
Wage  and  Hoar  Dteisiofn. 

IvmPaWMglsa  MM  8-18-7M:48  aa} 


<>IAPTER  XVII— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 

AND  HEALTH  AOMINtSTRATtON,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  1952— APPROVED  STATE  PLANS 

FOR  ENFORCEMENT  OF  STATE  STAND¬ 
ARDS 

Approval  of  Supplements  to  Arisons  Plan 

1.  Baekaroand.  Part  1953  Title  29, 
code  of  Federal  Regulattons,  prsaerfiieB 
procedures  under  section  18  of  the  Oeeu- 
patttmal  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970 
<29  UB.C.  667)  (hereinafter  referred  to 
as  the  Act)  for  the  review  of  changes 
and  progress  In  the  devdopment  snd  Im- 
Irienientattan  of  State  plans  which  have 
been  approved  In  accordance  with  see¬ 
tton  18(c)  of  the  Act  and  Part  1902  of 
this  diaptCr.  On  November  5,  1975  a 
notice  was  published  In  the  nconui.  Rco- 
xsm  (39  FR  39037)  concerning  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Artoona  plan  and  of  the 
adoptton  of  Subpart  CC  of  Part  1952  con¬ 
taining  the-declslon  of  approval.  On  Jan¬ 
uary  6,  1975,  the  State  Ot  Arhxma  sub¬ 
mitted  supiriements  to  the  plan  hivolving 
a  developmental  change  (see  Subpart  B 
of  29  CFR  Part  1953)  and  a  State- 
Initiated  change  (see  Subpart  E  29 
CFR  Part  1953). 

2.  Description  of  the  supplements.  The 
decision  approving  the  Arlaona  irian  In¬ 
corporated  a  developmental  schedule 
setting  forth  time  frames  for  the  eom- 
pletton  of  vartouar  developmental  steps. 
Among  other  things,  the  sdiedule  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  eommeneement  of  the  en¬ 
forcement  of  standards,  promulgation 
of  standards  and  regulattons,  and  the 
fhwUfartng  of  inter-agency  agreeihents  by 
jarraary  1.  1975.  The  State  has  experl- 
enoed  some  unforeseen  ddays  In  hiring 
eatety  and  health  personnff  whkdi.  In 
tom,  delayed  the  scheduled  training  pro¬ 
gram  for  such  petsonnd.  Accordingly, 
In  order  to  be  assured  of  sufficiently 
staffed  and  trained  personnel,  ttte  State 
has  changed  Its  i^ui  Imiriementatlon 
date  from  January  1,  1975,  to  Mntdi  1, 
1975. 

The  promulgatlan  date  for  rsgidatlons 
and  standards  and  the  date  tor  flnalWng 
Inter-agency  agreements  have  Mkewise 
been  ctmnged  from  January  1.  1975  to 
March  1.  1975,  In  order  to  earreqwnd 
with  the  revised  date  for  the  commenea- 
ment  of  plan  operations. 

In  addition,  the  State  wfll  be  entering 
Into  inter-agency  agreemeots  with  three 
Instead  of  five  agencies  as  orighxaBy  in¬ 
tended.  The  Industrial  Comnilsrion  will 
not  be  entering  into  an  agreement  with 
the  Board  of  PesOclde  Control  since  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  tor  Occn- 
pattmud  Safety  and  Health  (hexelxmfter 
referred  to  as  the  Assistant  Secretary) 
iwvoked  his  standards  concerning  em¬ 
ployee  exposure  to  pesticides  (39  FR 
26876,  August  12,  1974).  The  hxdustrlal 
OmnfwfcalflH  mhm  wfft  not  he  entering  Into 
•B  luter-ageney  agreement  wltti  the 
State  Mine  inapaetar  on  the  basis  tha* 
tha  State  latcnwcts  section  23-402  of  the 
AilBoaa  Rcvtmd  Btatatm  as  proMWtIng 
the  loduBtotal  OonuntaMrui  irom  apply- 
iDff  the  Adaona  Oecupatkmai  SMaly  and 
BsMth  Aatta  alaksg  opeiatte 
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3.  Location  of  the  plan  and  U$  sup¬ 
plement  for  inspection  and  copying.  A 
copy  of  the  plan  and  Its  supplements  may 
be  inspected  and  copied  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  following  locations: 
Office  of  the  Associate  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Regional  Programs,  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health  Administration, 
Room  850,  1726  M  Street  NW..  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20210;  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Regional  Elirector,  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Administration.  Room  9410, 
Federal  Office  Building.  450  Oolden  Gate 
Avenue,  San  Francisco,  California  95814; 
Division  of  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health.  Industrial  Commission  of  Arl- 
Bona,  P.O.  Box  19070, 1601  West  Jeflerstm 
Street,  Phoenix,  Arizona  85005. 

4.  Public  participation.  Under  1  1953.2 
of  this  chapter  and  5  U.S.C.  553(b)(3) 
(B),  the  Assistant  Secretary  may  pre¬ 
scribe  alternative  procedures  to  expedite 
the  review  process  or  for  any  other  good 
cause  which  may  be  consistent  with  ap¬ 
plicable  law.  The  Assistant  Secretair 
finds  that  public  comment  is  impractica¬ 
ble  since  the  time  frames  proposed  are  to 
go  into  effect  before  the  thirty  day  pe¬ 
riod  for  public  comment  would  expire. 
Accordingly,  it  is  found  that  further  pub¬ 
lic  comment  is  unnecessary. 

5.  Decision.  After  careful  considera¬ 
tion,  the  Arizona  plan  supplem«it  out¬ 
lined  above  is  approved  under  Part  1953. 
This  decision  incorporates'  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Act  and  implementing  regu¬ 
lations  applicable  to  State  plans  gen- 
erally.  In  addition.  Subpart  CC  of  29 
CFR  Part  1952  is  amend^  to  reflect  the 
changes  in  the  Arizona  developmental 
schedule.  Accordingly.  Subpart  CC  of 
I^trt  1952  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  1952.SS3  Derdopniental  schedule. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  The  formulation  and  approval  of 
inter-agency  agreements  with  the  Ari¬ 
zona  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  the 
State  Health  Department  and  the  Ari¬ 
zona  Corporation  Commission  by  March 
1,  1975. 

(c)  The  promulgation  of  standards, 
variance  relations,  regulations  for  in¬ 
spections,  citations  and  proposed  penal¬ 
ties  and  regulations  concerning  review 
procedures  by  March  1. 1975. 

(d)  The  promulgation  of  recordkeep¬ 
ing  regulations  by  March  1. 1975,  but  full 
implementation  of  these  regulations  will 
not  be  until  July  1, 1976. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Secs.  8(g)(2).  18.  Pub.  L.  81-808.  84  Stat. 
1600,  1808  (29  UA.C.  657(g)(2).  667)). 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C..  this  7th 
day  of  March  1975. 

John  STZifsn. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

[VB  Doc.78-6740  FQetf  8-18-T8;S:48  am] 

TMe  37— Patents,  Traderoarta,  aad 
Copyrights 

CHAPTER  I— PATENT  AND  TRADEMARK 
OmCE.  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  1— RULES  OF  PRACTICE  IN  PATENT 
CASES 

Interference  Practica 

On  August  22. 1974,  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  r^ardlng  the  revision  of 


ii  1.125,  1.231(e).  1.247(c).  1.251  (a)  (b) 
and  (c).  1.253  and  1.277(b)  of  TlUe  37. 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  dealing 
with  testimony  requirements  in  inter¬ 
ferences,  was  published  in  the  Fzderal 
Rkgistes  (39  FR  30358) .  Interested  per¬ 
sons  were  given  until  November  15. 1974 
to  submit  written  comments  and  sugges¬ 
tions.  Pull  and  careful  consideration  was 
given  to  all  written  comments  received, 
in  consequence  of  which  the  text  of  the 
original  proposal  has  been  modified  in 
several  Instances. 

In  consideration  of  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived  and  piursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  section  6  of  the  Act  of  July 
19.  1952,  as  amended  (85  Stat.  364;  35 
U.S.C.  6) .  Part  1  of  Title  37,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  is  hereby  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  Section  1.225  is  revlBed  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.225  Failure  of  junior  party  to  file 
statements  or  to  overcome  filing  date 
of  senior  party. 

If  a  junior  party  to  an  Interference 
fails  to  file  a  preliminary  statement,  or 
If  his  statement  fails  to  overcome  the 
effective  filing  date  of  the  application  of 
another  party.  Judgment  on  the  record 
will  be  entered  against  such  Junior  party 
imless  he  has'  filed  a  proper  motion  luider 
1 1.231,  within  the  time  set  for  such  mo¬ 
tions.  seeking  some  action  in  the  inter¬ 
ference.  If  such  motion  has  been  timely 
filed  but  does  not  result  in  action  in  the 
Interference  which  removes  the  basis  for 
a  Judgment  on  the  record,  such  Judgment 
will  be  entered  imless  the  motion  related 
to  a  matter  which  may  be  reviewed  at 
final  hearing  under  S  1.258,  and  within 
30  days  of  the  decision  denying  his  mo¬ 
tion.  or  a  later  time  set  by  the  patent  in¬ 
terference  examiner,  the  Junior  party 
concerned  requests  Umt  final  hearing  be 
set  to  review  such  matter.  Also,  such  a 
Junior  party  may  within  such  30  day 
period,  or  time  set.  request  a  final  hear¬ 
ing  to  review  such  a  matter  raised  by  his 
opposition  to  a  motion  under  i  1.231(a) 
(2).  (3),  (4),  or  (5)  which  was  granted 
over  his  opposition.  Such  a  Junior  party 
will  not  be  permitted  to  take  testimony 
except  on  granting  of  a  motion  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  showing  of  good  cause,  which 
should  normally  Include  names  at  pro¬ 
posed  witnesses  and  affidavits  or  declara¬ 
tions  by  them  giving  their  expected  testi¬ 
mony. 

2.  In  S  1.231,  paragraph  (c)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows : 

§  1,231  Motions  before  the  primary  ex¬ 
aminer. 

•  •  •  •  • 

<e)  A  motion  to  amend  under  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (2)  of  this  section  or  to  sub¬ 
stitute  another  application  or  dedare 
an  additional  interference  under  para¬ 
graph  (a)(3)  of  this  section  must  be 
accompanied  by  an  amendment  adding 
dahns  corresponding  to  the  proposed 
counts  to  the  application  concerned  if 
sndi  claims  are  not  already  in  that  ap¬ 
plication.  The  motion  must  also  requ^ 
the  benefit  of  a  prior  application  as  pro¬ 
vided  tar  under  paragraph  (a)  (4)  of  this 


section  if  the  party  ccmcemed  expects 
to  be  accorded  such  benefit. 

•  •  «  •  • 

3.  In  8  1.247.  paragraph  (c)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

8  1,247  Service  of  papers. 

m  •  m  m  m 

(c>  Certified  transcripts  of  testimony 
under  i  1.276  (but  copies  of  the  testimony 
must  be  served  (8  1.253(a) ) ). 

•  •  *  •  •  • 

4.  In  8  1.251,  paragraphs  (a),  (b)  and 
(c)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.251  Aaaignment  of  times  for  discov¬ 
ery  and  taking  testimony. 

(a)  Subject  to  the  exception  provided 
in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section,  a  period 
for  preparation  for  testimony  be  set 
in  which  all  parties  should  complete  dis¬ 
covery  and  other  preparatory  activities, 
except  lor  service  by  the  senior  party  re¬ 
quired  by  8  1.287(a)  (1)  which  is  gov¬ 
erned  by  8  1287(a)  (2)  (ill) . 

(b)  Subject  to  the  exception  provided 
in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section,  times 
will  be  assi^ed  in  which  the  Junior  party 
shall  complete  his  testimony,  in  chief, 
and  in  which  the  other  party  shall  com¬ 
plete  the  testimony  on  his  side,  and  a 
fiurther  time  in  which  the  Junior  pcui^y 
may  take  rebutting  testimony,  but  he 
shall  take  no  other  testimony.  If  there  be 
more  than  two  parties  to  the  interfer¬ 
ence,  the  times  for  taking  testimony  will 
be  so  arranged  that  each  shall  have  an 
opportunity  to  prove  his .  case  against 
prior  parties  and  to  rebut  their  evidence, 
and  also  to  meet  the  evidence  of  Junior 
parties.  If  a  senior  party  fails  to  file  a 
preliminary  statement,  or  expressly 
elects  to  rely  solely  on  his  effective  filing 
date,  he  will  be  assigned  only  a  time  for 
takiiig  rebuttal  testimony,  and  no  Junior 
party  will  be  assigned  a  time  for  taking 
rebuttal  testimony  unless  another  Junior 
party  senior  to  him  is  assigned  a  time 
for  taking  testimony  in  chief.  Bu^  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  conditions  Imposed  upon 
Junior  parties  by  8  1.225,  such  senior 
party  may  be  assigned  a  period  for  taking 
testimony  concerning  a  matter  raised 
by  a  motion  under  8  1231. 

(c)  Times  for  preparation  of  testl- 
mcMiy,  for  compliance  with  8  1.287  (a) 
and  for  taking  of  testimony  will  ordi¬ 
narily  be  assigned  in  notices  sent  to  the 
parties  after  motions  under  8  1231  have 
been  disposed  of  or.  if  no  such  motions 
have  bera  filed,  after  the  close  of  the 
motion  period  (8  1231).  Such  times  will 
not  normally  be  assigned  for  a  Junior 
party  who  faib  to  file  a  preliminary 
statement  or  whose  preliminary  state¬ 
ment  fails  to  overcome  the  effective  filing 
date  of  the  senior  party.  (See  8  1225). 

•  •  •  •  • 

5.  Section  1253  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

8  1253  G>pies  of  the  testimony. 

(a)  In  addition  to  the  coihied  trans- 
script  of  the  testimony  (88  1.275  to  1278) 
or  executed  copies  of  affidavits  or  stipu¬ 
lated  testimony  or  facts  (8  1272),  and 
the  exhibits,  three  true  copies  of  the 
testimony  of  each  party  must  be  filed 
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for  the  use  of  the  Office  (a  total  of  four 
copies) ,  and  one  true  copy  must  be  served 
upon  each  of  the  opposing  parties.  Only 
one  set  of  exhibits  need  be  filed  in  the 
Office. 

(b)  These  copies  of  the  testimony  may 
be  submitted  either  in  printed  or  in  type¬ 
written  form. 

(c)  These  copies,  whether  printed  or 
typewritten,  must  Include  the  testimony 
presented  by  the  party  filing  the  same, 
a  copy  of  the  counts  of  the  interference, 
an  index  of  the  names  of  the  witnesses, 
giving  the  pages  where  their  examination 
and  cross-examination  begin,  and  an  in¬ 
dex  of  the  exhibits,  briefiy  describing 
their  nature  and  giving  the  pages  at 
which  they  are  introduced  and  offered  in 
evidence.  The  pages  must  be  serially 
numbered  throughout  the  entire  record 
of  testimony  and  the  names  of  the  wit¬ 
nesses  must  appear  at  the  top  of  the 
pages  over  their  testimony. 

(d)  The  copies  of  the  testimony  for 
an  parties  must  be  filed  and  served  on 
the  opposing  parties  by  the  date  specified 
In  the  order  setting  times  for  taking 
testimony  or  such  extensions  as  may  be 
granted. 

(e)  When  the  copies  of  the  testimony 
are  submitted  in  printed  form,  they  shaU 
be  printed  in  11-polnt  type  and  ade¬ 
quately  leaded;  the  piq>er  must  be  opcujue 
and  vmglazed;  the  size  of  the  page  shall 
be  1%  by  lOVt  Inches  (19.4  by  26  cm.) ; 
the  size  of  the  printed  matter  shaU  be 

by  1%  inches  (10.6  by  18.2  cm.) ;  and 
they  shaU  be  bound  to  lie  fiat  when 
opened.  Twenty-five  additional  copies 
for  the  United  States  Court  of  Customs 
and  Patent  Appeals,  should  appeal  be 
taken,  may  alro  be  filed;  if  no  such  ap¬ 
peal  be  taken,  the  twenty-five  copies  wlU 
be  returned  to  the  party  filing  them. 

(f )  When  the  cc^ies  of  the  testimony 
are  sulxnitted  in  typewritten  form,  they 
must  be  clearly  le^ble  on  opaque,  ua- 
i^aaed,  durable  paper  approxhnately  8^ 
by  11  Inches  (21.6  by  27.9  cm.)  in  sise 
Oottcr  size)  and  one  of  the  three  eoirfes 
must  be  a  ribbon  copy,  but  need  not  be 
executed  by  the  certif:hzMl  officer.  (Ihe 
certified  transerhit  may  be  a  pnq>erly 
executed  carbon  copy.  See  1 1.277.)  The 
typing  shall  be  on  one  side  of  the  paper, 
in  not  smaller  than  pica-type;  and 
double-spaced  with  a  margin  of  IVi 
Inches  (3.8  cm.)  on  the  left-hand  side  of 
the  page.  The  sheets  shall  be  bound  at 
their  left  edges.  In  such  manner  to  Ue 
fiat  when  opened  in  a  volume  or  volumes 
of  cmivenient  size  (approximately  100 
pages  per  voltune  is  suggested)  provided 
with  covers.  Documentary  exhibits 
should  not  be  included  in  bound  volumes 
of  testimony.  Multigraphed  or  otherwise 
reprodiiced  copies  conforming  to  the 
standards  specified  wiU  be  accepted. 

(g)  The  testimony  of  any  party  failing 
to  supply  coi^  thereof  as  specified  may 
be  refused  consideration. 

6.  In  1 1.277,  psuagTsmb  (b)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1,277  Form  of  depoehion. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Ih  order  to  have  a  ribbon  c<g>y  of 
the  testimony  available  as  required  by 


§  1253(f),  a  carbon  copy  of  the  d^^osl- 
Uon  may  be  executed  by  the  witnesses 
and  the  officer  and  filed  as  required  by 
§  1.276. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Effective  date.  These  amendm^ts 
shaU  become  effective  on  May  1, 1975  and 
will  apply  to  those  Interferences  In  which 
times  for  testimony  are  set  on  and  after 
that  date. 

Dated:  February  27, 1975. 

C.  Mabshat,l  Damn, 
Commissioner  of  Patents 
and  Trademarks. 

Ai^roved: 

Bktst  Anckxs-Johnson, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Science 
and  Technology. 

(FB  Doe.75-S782  Filed  S-18-«5;8:46  am] 

Title  40 — Protection  of  Enviroiinient 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Deferral  of  Certain  Compliance  Schedule 
Dates 

Correction  « 

FR  Doc.  75-272  aimearing  at  page 
1126,  in  the  issue  of  Monday.  January  6, 
1975,  was  incorrectly  placed  in  the  No¬ 
tices  Section  imder  the  heading.  “Stage  n 
Vapor  Recovery  Regulations”.  It  should 
have  appeared  in  the  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions  lotion  with  the  headings  reading 
as  set  forth  above. 

SIWCHAPTER  E^-FESnCIDE  PROGRAMS 
(FRl.  346-2;  OPP-OOOtS] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Pidoram;  Correction 

In  FR  Doe.  75-3699  appealing  on  page 
6840  in  the  issue  for  Tuas^Jay,  Febru¬ 
ary  11. 1975,  the  tlUe  for  S  180.292  should 
be  changed  to  read  “8  180292  Plcloram, 
toierances  for  residues.” 

Dated:  March  10. 1975. 

Edwin  L.  JoiarsoN, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams. 

[FR  Doc.7S-a814  Filed  3-13-76;8;4e  am] 


(FRli  344-1;  C»>P-00007] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTl- 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

4-Amino-6-(l,l  dimethyl-ethyl)-3-(molhyl- 
tliio)-l,2,4^trlazin-5<4H)-one;  Corvactian 

In  FR  Doc.  75-1552  appearing  on  page 
2803  in  the  issue  for  Thursday,  Janu¬ 
ary  16, 1975,  the  title  for  i  180232  should 
be  changed  to  read.  “1  180.332  4-Amlno- 
6- (1,1  -  dimethyl-eUiyl)  -3-<methyIthk>)  - 


l,2.4-triazin-5(4H)-(»ie;  tolerances  for 
residues”. 

Dated:  March  7, 1975. 

Dr.  Leonard  R.  Axelrod, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant  AA- 
ministrator  for  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams. 

[FB  Doc.75-(MS3  FUed  8-13-76;8:48  am] 


'  SUBCHAPTER  N— EPFLUENT  OUIDEUNES 
AND  STANDARDS 

[FBI,  843-1] 

PART  432— MEAT  PRODUCTS  AND  REN¬ 
DERING  PROCESSING  POINT  SOURCE 

CATEGORY 

Gukleiines  and  Standards;  Corrections 

In  FR  Doc.  75-2  appearing  on  pages 
902  through  911  in  the  issue  of  January 
3, 1975,  make  the  following  changes: 

1.  In  8  432.63,  at  page  906,  the  maxi¬ 
mum  for  any  one  day  limitation  for  am¬ 
monia  was  omitted;  the  limitation  for 
ammonia  should  be  8.0  mg/1. 

2.  In  8  432.102(a) ,  at  page  910,  in  both 
the  English  and  metric  units  portion  of 
the  table,  the  maximum  for  any  one  day 
limitations  for  BODS  and  TSS  now  read 
0.30  for  BODS  and  0.40  for  TSS  re¬ 
spectively;  the  limitations  should  be  0.34 
for  BODS  and  0.42  for  TSS, 

Dated:  March  10. 1975. 

John  Quarles, 
Acting  Administrator. 

[FB  DOC.7S-6818  FUed  3-13-75;8:45  am] 

Tltte  5D— Wildlife  and  Hsherfes 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  RSH  AND 

WILDUFE  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

THE  INTERIOR 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 
PART  2— FIELD  ORGANIZATION 
Standard  Regions  Program 

Pursuaat  to  the  authority  granted  by 
5  UB.C.  301  and  Part  242  of  the  Depart¬ 
mental  Manual,  8  2.2  is  amended  to  re¬ 
flect  Oie  cstabUabment  of  the  Denver 
Re«donal  Office  and  realignment  of  cer¬ 
tain  States  to  conform  to  the  Standard 
Federal  Regions  program.  Since  Part  2 
consists  of  rules  of  agency  organization 
and  this  amendment  will  be  of  benefit  to 
the  public,  the  relevant  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553  requiring  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking,  opportunity  for  public  par¬ 
ticipation  and  delay  in  effective  date  are 
Inapplicable. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is 
effective  March  14. 1975. 

Section  2.2  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

8  22  Locatiwtu  of  regkmal  or ,  area 
office*. 

The  geognqfiiie  Jurisdictions  and  ad¬ 
dresses  of  the  UJS.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  regional  offices  and  the  Alaska 
Area  Office  are  as  follows: 

(a)  Alaska  Area  Office  (comprising  the 
State  of  Alaska) .  813  D  Street,  Anchor¬ 
age,  Alaska  99501. 
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(b)  Portland  Regional  Office  (Region 
1 — comprising  the  States  of  CalUomla, 
Hawaii,  Idaho,  Nevada,  Oregon,  and 
Washington)  1500  NJ:.  Inrlng  Street, 
Post  Office  Box  3737,  Portland,  Oregon 
97208. 

(c)  Albuquerque  Regional  Office  (Re¬ 
gion  2 — comprising  the  States  of  Arizona, 
New  Mexico.  Oklahoma,  and  Texas)  SOO 
Gold  Avenue,  SW.,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico  87102. 

(d)  Twin  Cities  Regional  Office  (Re¬ 
gion  3— comprising  the  States  of  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Michigan.  Minnesota,  Ohio,  and 
Wisconsin)  Federal  Building,  Fort  Cel¬ 
ling,  Twin  Cities,  Minnesota  55111. 

(e)  Atlanta  Regional  Office  (Region 
4 — cmnprising:  (1)  the  States  of  Ala- 
bcuna,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  ‘Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennes¬ 
see:  and  (2)  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin 
Islands)  17  Executive  Park  Drive,  NE., 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30329. 

(f )  Boston  Regional  Office  (Region  5— 
comprising:  (1)  the  States  of  Connect¬ 
icut.  Delaware,  Mailie.  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  Yorit,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia; 
and  (2)  the  District  of  Columbia)  John 
W.  McCormack  Post  Office  and  Court¬ 
house,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02109. 

(g)  Denver  Regional  Office  (Region  6 — 
comprising  the  States  of  Colorado,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Missouri.  Montana,  Nebradca, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota.  Utah,  and 
WycMning)  10597  West  Sixth  Avenue, 
Lakewood,  Colorado  80215. 

Fsxderick  N.  Writi,  Jr., 

Acting  Director, 

U.S.  Fish  and  WUdUfe  Service, 

Mabch  7,  1975. 

[FB  Doo.75-e780  FUed  a-13-7»:8:49  am] 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

* 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

‘  Arrowwood  National  WUdllfo  Refuge, 
North  Dakota 

The  following  special  regulation  Is  Is¬ 
sued  and  Is  effective  March  14,  1975. 

8  33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  fill¬ 
ing,  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

North  Dakota 

ARROWWOOD  national  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Arrowwood  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  North  Dakota,  is 
permitted  only  on  the  areas  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  fishing.  These  open 
areas  comprising  1,550  acres  are  delin¬ 
eated  on  maps  available  at  the  refuge 
headquarters  and  from  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service,  P.O.  Box  25486,  Denver  Fed¬ 
eral  Center,  Denver,  Colorado  80225. 
Sport  fishing  shall  be  In  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations  subject 
to  the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  Ttie  open  season  for  sport  fishing 
on  the  refuge  shall  extend  from  May  3, 
1975  to  September  15,  1975,  daylight 
hours  only. 

(2)  The  use  of  boats  with  motors  is 
prohibited. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regu¬ 
lations  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areu 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Part  33,  and  are  effective  throiigh  Sep¬ 
tember  IS,  1975. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager,  Arrowwood 
National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Pingree,  North  Dakota  58476. 

March  7, 1975. 

{FB  DOC.75-S7S1  FUsd  S-lS-7S:8:4i  anj 
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PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Red  Rock  Lakes  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Montana 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effective  March  14,  1975. 

§  33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  fish¬ 
ing,  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Momtaica 

RED  ROCK  LAKES  RATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  Is  permitted  as  posted 
frmn  June  21  thn^h  November  30, 1975. 
All  areas  open  to  fishing  are  delineated 
on  a  map  available  at  refuge  Head¬ 
quarters  and  from  the  office  of  the  Area 
Manager,  UB.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
711  Central  Avenue,  Billings,  Montana 
59102.  Area  closed  the  entire  year  Include 
Upper  and  Lower  Red  Rock  Lakes,  River- 
marsh  and  Shanbow  Pond. 

Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  all  a]K>llcable  State  regulatkms  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  Boats  with  motors  prohibited. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulaUons  which 
govern  fishing  <xi  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  33, 
and  are  effective  through  December  31, 
1975. 

K  D.  Stroops, 

Refuge  Manager.  Red  Rock  Lakes 
National  WUdUfe  Refuge 

March  7,  1975. 

(FB  l>oe.T5-S7ae  Filed  8-18-76:8:46  am] 
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proposed  rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  fntarested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  nrtakli^  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
National  Park  Service 
[36CFRPart7] 

GRAND  CANYON  NATIONAL  PARK, 
ARIZONA 

Designation  of  Sitownnobile  Routes 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  section  3 
of  the  Act  of  August  25,  1916  (39  Stat. 
535,  as  amended;  16  UJS.C.  3),  section  2 
of  the  Act  of  February  26.  1919  (40  Stat. 
1177;  16  U.S.C.  222).  section  2  of  the  Act 
of  February  25.  1927  (44  Stat.  1240;  16 
n.S.C.  221b),  section  4  of  the  Act  of 
January  3. 1975,  (88  Stat.  2089) .  245  DMI 
(34  FR  13879),  National  Park  Service 
Order  No.  77  (38  FR  7478)  as  amended. 
Regional  Director.  Western  Region  Or¬ 
der  No.  7  (37  FR  6326) .  and  36  CFR  2.34 
(c)  (39  FR  11882),  It  is  proposed  to 
amend  §  7.4  of  Title  36  of  the  Cods  of 
Federal  Regvlations  as  set  forth  below. 

The  pimxMse  of  this  proposal  is  to 
designate  snowmobile  routes  on  the 
North  Rim  of  Grand  Canyon  National 
PaiiL.  In  designating  the  routes,  concddcr- 
ation  has  been  given  to  sections  3  and  4 
of  E.O.  11644  (37  FR  2877)  as  weU  as  to 
the  requirements  of  the  general  National 
Park  regulations.  In  order  to  pix^erly 
designate  the  routes.  It  Is  considered 
necessary  to  define  the  portions  of  the 
routes  upon  which  snowuMbiles  use  will 
be  permitted. 

An  environmental  assessment  has 
been  prepared  on  the  designation  of 
snowmobile  routes  and  is  available  for 
public  review  in  the  office  of  the  Park 
Superintendent. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  the  public  an  cqiportunlty  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rulemaking  process.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  interested  persons  may  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  regarding  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tion  to  the  SuperinteiMlent,  Grand  Can- 
y<m  National  Park.  Grand  Canyon.  Arl- 
aona  86023,  on  or  before  April  14,  1975. 

Section  7.4  is  amended  by  the  addition 

paragraph  (i)  as  follows: 

§  7.4  Graad  Canyon  National  Park. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(1)  Snowmobiles. — (1)  Available  road¬ 
way.  On  routes  designated  for  snowmo¬ 
bile  use.  only  that  portion  of  the  road 
or  parking  area  intended  for  other  motor 
vehicle  use  may  be  used  by  snowmobiles. 
Such  roadway  is  available  for  snowmo¬ 
bile  use  only  when  the  designated  road 
or  parking  area  is  closed  to  all  other  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle  use  by  the  public. 

(2)  Designated  routes.  Snowmobiles 
are  permitted  on  designated  routes  as 
depicted  on  maps  available  for  public 


inspection  at  Park  Headquarters,  at  each 
Ranger  Station,  and  at  each  Entrance 
Station.  The  snowmobile  routes  so  desig¬ 
nated  are  as  follows: 

(i)  Park  Route  4,  the  North  Entrance 
Road; 

(ii)  Park  Route  3A,  the  Scenic  Drive 
from  the  junction  with  Park  Route  4  to 
the  Junction  with  Park  Routes  3B  and 
3C; 

(ill)  Park  Route  3C,  the  Point  Impe- 
rlod  Road;  and 

(iv)  Park  Route  31,  the  North  Rim 
Headquarters  Spur  Road. 

John  E.  Look, 
Associate  Director, 
National  Park  Service. 

(FR  I>oc.75-e780  FUed  8-18-70;8:4«  sin) 

[36  CFR  Part  7] 
YELLOWSTONE  NATIONAL  PARK. 
WYOMING 
Fishing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  section  3 
of  the  Act  of  August  25.  1916  (39  Stat. 
535,  as  amended;  16  UJS.C.  3),  and  the 
Act  of  May  7,  1894  (28  Stat.  73,  as 
amended;  16  U.S.C.  26).  245  DM  1  (34 
FR  13879),  as  amended.  National  Park 
Service  Order  Na  77  (38  FR  7478)  as 
amended.  Regional  Director,  Rocky 
Mountain  Region  Order  No.  1  (39  FR 
12369),  It  is  proposed  to  amend  S  7.13  of 
Title  36  of  the  Code  of  F^ederal  Regula¬ 
tions  as  set  forth  below. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
change  the  opening  date  of  the  tribu¬ 
taries  to  Yellowstone  Lake  from  July 
15th  to  August  1st,  and  to  change  the 
size  limit  of  the  fi^  taken  in  Ydlow- 
stone  Lake.  It  is  designed  to  protect 
headwater  cutthroat  spawning  fish, 
l^iawners  reaching  headwater  areas  do 
not  reach  those  secticms  imtil  mid-July. 
As  there  is  evidence  to  indicate  they  are 
the  most  valuable  component  of  the 
spawning  runs,  it  is  necessary  that  they 
be  afforded  total  protection.  Catch  and 
release  fishing  in  Yellowstone  Lake  is  en¬ 
couraged.  In  addition,  portions  of  the 
Firehole  River  will  be  closed  to  fishing 
in  those  areas  where  there  is  danger  from 
active  thermal  features  and  to  protect 
those  thermal  features  of  a  fragile  na¬ 
ture.  To  allow  the  native  fi^  to  effec¬ 
tively  compete  with  the  normative  spe¬ 
cies  in  Heart  Lake  and  its  tributaries, 
only  catch  and  release  will  be  allowed 
for  native  cutthroat  trout  in  those 
waters. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to 
afford  the  public  an  (4>portnnity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rulemaking  process.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  interested  persons  may  submit 
written  comments,  suggestUms,  (x*  objec¬ 


tions  regarding  the  proposed  sunendment 
to  the  Superintendent,  Yellowstone  Na¬ 
tional  Park.  Wyoming  82190,  on  or  before 
April  14. 1975. 

Paragraph  (e)  of  S  7.13  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  7.13  Yellowstone  National  Park. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Fishing  •  *  • 

(2)  Open  fishing  season,  (i)  All  rivers 
and  creeks  in  the  Yellowstone  River 
drainage  above  the  Upper  Falls  at  Can¬ 
yon  except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
paragraph  (e)  (3)  of  this  section,  are  open 
to  fishing  from  5  a.m.  on  August  1  to 
10  p.m.,  m.d.t.,  on  October  31,  except  that 
portion  of  the  Yellowstone  River  between 
the  outlet  of  Yellowstone  Lake  and  the 
Upper  Falls  which  shall  be  open  from 
5  a.m.  on  July  15  tc^O  p.m.,  m.d.t.,  on 
October  31,  except  as  otherwise  provided 
in  paragnmb  (e)(3)  of  this  section. 
Rivers  and  creeks  include  thoee  portions 
of  Yellowstone  Lake  maiked  by  buoys 
within  100  yards  of  the  river  or  creek 
inlet. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(3)  Closed  waters.  •  •  • 

(x)  Those  portions  of  the  Firehole 
River,  identified  by  the  posting  of  appro¬ 
priate  signs,  which  lie  in  Uie  inundate 
vicinity  of  hazardous  or  fragfie  thermal 
features. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(5)  Catch  and  release  waters.  •  •  • 
(vl)  Heart  Lake  and  its  tributaries  in¬ 
cluding  Heart  River  to  Outlet  Creek,  ex¬ 
cept  nonnative  species. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(6)  Dotty  limits  by  waters.  *  *  * 

(Ui)  Yellowstone  Lake  (except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  subparagraph  (3)  of  this  para¬ 
graph)  and  Riddle  Lake:  Two  fish,  13 
inches  or  shorter. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Robert  C.  Haraden, 

Acting  Superintendent, 
Yellowstone  National  Park. 
[FR  I>oe.76-ee69  PUed  3-13-76;8:46  sm] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7CFRI^rts911,915] 

[Docket  Nos.  AO-267-A8.  AO-264-A7J 

HANDUNG  OF  LIMES  AND  AVOCADOS 
GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 

Hearing  Regarding  Proposed  Amendments 
of  Marketing  Agreements,  as  Amended, 
and  Orders,  as  Amended 

Notice  is  given  of  a  public  hearing 
relating  to  proposed  amendments  to  the 
amended  markelng  agreement  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Order  No.  911 — ^Llmes  Grown  In 
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Florida,  and  the  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  Marketing  Order  No. 
915— Avocados  Grown  In  South  Florida. 

These  reKulatory  programs  are  eflfec- 
tive  tmder  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended; 
7  UJ3.C.  601-674).  The  hearing  will  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with  that  act 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  proceedings  to  for¬ 
mulate  marketing  agreements  and  mar¬ 
keting  orders  (7  CFTl  Part  900).  The 
hearing  will  be  held  in  the  Hcnnestead 
Agricultural  Center,  18710  SW.  288th 
Street,  Homestead,  Florida,  at  9  ajn., 
local  time,  April  10, 1975. 

The  proposed  amendments  have  not 
received  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture. 

The  public  hearing  is  for  the  purpose  of 
receiving  evidence  with  respect  to  the 
economic  and  marketing  cdhditions 
which  relate  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments,  which  are  hereinafter  set  forth, 
and  any  appropriate  modifications 
thereof. 

Hie  following  amendments  were  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Florida  Lime  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee  and  the  Avocado  Admin¬ 
istrative  Committee,  the  agencies  estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  the  maiketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  orders. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  regulating 
the  handling  of  limes  grown  in  Florida  is 
as  follows: 

1.  Revise  paragraphs  (b)  (1),  (2),  and 
(3)  of  I  911.22  Nomination  as  follows: 

§  911.22  Nmninatiom. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(b)  Successor  members.  (1)  Hie  com¬ 
mittee  shall  hold  or  cause  to  be  held  a 
meeting  or  meetings  ot  growers  and 
handlers  in  each  district  to  designate 
nominees  for  successor  memters  and  al¬ 
ternate  members  of  the  committee,  or 
the  committee  may  conduct  nominations 
by  mail  in  District  2  in  a  manner  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  committee  and  improved 
by  the  Secretary.  Such  nominations  shall 
be  submitted  to  the  Secretary  by  the 
committee  not  later  than  F^ruary  15  of 
each  year.  The  committee  shall  prescribe 
procedural  rules,  not  inconsistent  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section,  for  the 
conduct  of  nominations. 

(2)  Only  growers  may  participate  in 
the  nomination  and  election  of  nominees 
for  grower  members  and  their  alternates. 
Each  handler  shall  be  entitled  to  cast 
only  one  vote  for  each  nominee  to  be 
elected  in  the  district  in  which  he  pro¬ 
duces  limes.  No  grower  shall  participate 
in  the  election  of  nominees  in  more  than 
one  district  in  any  one  fiscal  year. 

(3)  Only  handlers  may  participate  in 
the  nomination  and  election  of  nominees 
for  handler  members  and  their  alter¬ 
nates.  Each  handler  shall  be  entitled  to 
cast  only  one  vote  for  each  nominee  to  be 
elected  in  the  district  in  which  he  handles 
limes,  which  vote  shall  be  weighted  by 
the  volume  of  limes  shipped  by  such 
handler  during  the  immediately  preced¬ 
ing  twelve  month  period  January 
through  Decemba:.  No  handler  shall 


participate  in  the  election  of  nomin^  in 
more  than  one  district  in  any  one  fiscal 
year. 

2.  Revise  f  911.41  Assessments  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  911.41  Assessments. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(b)  The  Secretary  shall  fix  the  rate  of 
assessment  not  in  excess  of  20  cents  per 
55  pounds  of  fruit  to  be  paid  by  each 
such  person.  At  any  time  during  or  after 
a  fiscal  year,  the  Secretary  may.  subject 
to  the  limitations  in  this  paragraph,  in¬ 
crease  the  rate  of  assessment  in  order  to 
secm^  sufficient  ftmds  to  cover  any  later 
finding  by  the  Secretary  relative  to  the 
expense  which  may  be  inciured.  Such  in¬ 
crease  shall  be  applied  to  aU  fruit 
handled  during  the  applicable  fiscal  year. 
In  order  to  provide  funds  for  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  provisions  of  this 
part,  the  committee  may  accept  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  assessments  in  advance. 

3.  Revise  S  911.45  Marketing  research 
and  development  as  follows: 

§  911.4S  Production  research,  market¬ 
ing  research  and  development. 

The  committee  may.  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary,  establish  or  provide  for 
the  establishment  of  production  re¬ 
search,  marketing  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  projects  designed  to  assist,  im¬ 
prove,  or  promote  the  marketing,  distri¬ 
bution,  and  consiunption  or  efficient 
production  of  limes.  Such  projects  may 
provide  for  any  form  of  marketing  pro¬ 
motion.  including  paid  advertising.  The 
expenses  of  such  projects  shall  be  paid 
from  funds  collected  piursuant  to  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  S  911.41. 

4.  Revise  9  911.48  Issuance  of  regula¬ 
tion  as  follows: 

Remunber  paragraphs  (a)  (3),  (a)  (4), 
and  (a)(5).  as  psuragraphs  (a)(4).  (a) 
(5) .  and  (a)  (6) ,  and  Insert  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (a) (3). 

As  revised  9  911.48  would  reed  as 
follows: 

§  911.48  iMuance  of  regulations. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(3)  Limit  the  shipment  of  the  total 
quantity  of  limes  by  prohibiting  the 
shipment  thereof:  Provided,  That  no 
such  prohibition  shall  be  effective  during 
any  fiscal  period  other  than  for  four 
periods  not  exceeding  six  days  each  im¬ 
mediately  prior  to.  including,  or  follow¬ 
ing  July  4,  Labor  Day.  Thanksgiving  Day. 
and  Christmas  Day. 

*  •  •  •  « 

5.  Revise  9  911.57  Overshipments  as 
follows: 

§  911.57  Overshipments. 

During  any  week  for  which  the  Secre¬ 
tary  has  fixed  the  total  quantity  of  limes 
which  may  be  handled,  any  person  who 
has  received  an  allotment  including  any 
handler  who  received  zero  allotment 
computed  pursuant  to  99  911.55  and 
911.56  may  handle,  in  addition  to  the 
total  allotment  available  to  him,  50 
bushels  or  two  percent  of  such  total 
allotment,  whichever  is  the  greater,  ex- 


c^t  that  during  two  weeks  of  each  reg¬ 
ulatory  period  any  handler  may  overshlp 
his  total  allotment  by  more  than  50 
bushels:  Provided,  That  such  overshlp- 
ment  shall  not  exceed  an  amoxmt  equal 
to  10  percent  of  such  total  allotment: 
And  provided,  further.  That  each  han¬ 
dler  who  Intends  to  so  overshlp  notifies 
the  committee  ot  his  intended  overshlp- 
ment  no  later  than  the  close  of  business 
on  Thursday  during  the  week  of  such 
Intended  overshipment. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  regulating 
the  handling  of  avocados  grown  in  South 
Florida  is  as  follows: 

1.  Revise  paragraphs  (b)  (1).  (2)  and 
(3)  of  9  915.22  Nomination  as  follows: 

§  915.22  Nomiiuition. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(b)  Successor  members.  (1)  The  com¬ 
mittee  shall  hold  or  cause  to  be  held  a 
meeting  or  meetings  of  growers  and  han¬ 
dlers  in  each  district  to  designate  nomi¬ 
nees  for  successor  members  and  alter¬ 
nate  members  of  the  committee;  or  the 
committee  may  conduct  nominations  by 
mail  in  District  2  in  a  manner  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  committee  and  approved 
by  the  Secretary.  Such  nominations  shall 
be  submitted  to  the  Secretary  by  the 
committee  not  later  than  February  15 
of  each  year.  The  committee  shall  pre¬ 
scribe  procedural  rules,  not  inconsistent 
with  the  provisions  of  this  section,  for 
the  conduct  of  nominations. 

(2)  Only  growers  may  participate  In 
the  nomination  and  election  of  nominees 
for  grower  members  and  their  alternates. 
Each  grower  ^all  be  entitled  to  cast  only 
one  vote  for  each  nominee  to  be  elected 
in  the  district  in  which  he  produced  avo¬ 
cados.  No  grower  shall  participate  in  the 
election  of  nominees  in  more  than  one 
district  in  any  one  fiscal  year. 

(3)  Only  handlers  may  participate  in 
the  nomination  and  election  of  nominees 
for  handler  members  and  their  alter¬ 
nates.  Each  handler  shall  be  entitled  to 
cast  only  one  vote  for  each  nominee  to 
be  elected  in  the  district  in  which  he 
handles  avocados,  which  vote  shall  be 
weighted  by  the  volume  of  avocados 
shipped  by  such  handler  dining  the  im¬ 
mediately  preceding  twelve  month  period 
Jsmuary  through  December.  No  handler 
shall  p^icipate  in  the  election  of  nom¬ 
inees  in  more  than  one  district  in  any 
one  fiscal  year. 

2.  Revise  9  915.41  Assessments  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  915.41  AsseMments. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(b)  The  Secretary  shall  fix  the  rate  of 
assessment  not  in  excess  of  20  cents  per 
55  pounds  of  fruit  to  be  paid  by  each 
such  person.  At  any  time  during  or  after 
a  fiscal  year,  the  Secretary  may,  subject 
to  the  limitation  in  this  paragraph,  in¬ 
crease  the  rate  of  assessment  in  order  to 
secure  sufficient  funds  to  cover  any  later 
finding  by  the  Secretary  relative  to  the 
expense  which  may  be  incurr^.  Such 
increase  shall  be  applied  to  all  fruit  han¬ 
dled  during  the  ai^llcable  fiscal  year.  In 
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order  to  provide  funds  for  the  admlnls- 
timtian  ot  the  piovtalons  of  this  put,  the 
eommlttee  mmy  accept  the  pajonent  of 

aaKaanen/lB  in  adrance. 


periods  not  exceeding  six  days  each  Im- 
madtately  prior  to,  Induding,  or  follow¬ 
ing  July  4,  Labor  Day,  Thanksgiving 
Dagr  and  Christinas  Day. 


S.  Revise  1 915.45  Marketing  research 
and  devetopment  as  follows: 

§9A5,45  Pradacdoa  researdi.  Market- 
Mg  roaearcfa  and  dcrelopmeM. 

The  committee  may,  with  the  approval 
ct  the  Secretary,  establish  or  provide  for 
the  establishment  of  production  re¬ 
search,  marketing  research  and  devel¬ 
opment  projects  designed  to  assist,  im¬ 
prove,  or  promote  the  marketing,  distrl- 
buticm,  and  consumption  or  efiBcient  pro¬ 
duction  of  avocados.  Such  projects  may 
provide  for  any  form  of  marketing  pro¬ 
motion.  Including  paid  advertising.  The 
expenses  of  such  projects  shall  be  paid 
from  funds  collect^  pursuant  to  the  ap- 
Idicable  provisions  of  |  915.41. 

4.  Add  a  new  {  915.46  Marketing  policy 
as  foUows: 

S  915.46  Marketing  p<dicy. 

Each  season  prior  to  making  any  rec¬ 
ommendations  pursuant  to  f  915.50,  the 
eommlttee  shall  submit  to  the  Secretary 
a  report  setting  forth  its  marketing  pol¬ 
icy  for  the  ensuing  season.  Such  mar¬ 
keting  pi^icy  report  shall  contain  infor¬ 
mation  relative  to  (a)  the  estimated  total 
production  of  avocados  within  the  laro- 
duction  area;  (b)  the  expected  general 
qusdity  and  maturity  of  avocados  in  the 
production  area  and  in  competing  areas; 
(c)  the  expected  demand  conditions  for 
avocados  in  different  market  outlets;  (d> 
the  expected  shipments  of  avocados  pro¬ 
duced  in  the  production  areas  and  com¬ 
peting  areu;  (e)  supplies  of  competing 
commodities;  (f)  trend  and  level  of  con¬ 
sumer  income;  (g)  other  factors  having 
a  bearing  on  the  marketing  of  avocados; 
and  (h)  the  type  of  regulations  expected 
to  be  reccHnmended  during  the  season. 
In  the  event  it  becomes  advisable,  be¬ 
cause  of  changes  in  the  supply  and  de¬ 
mand  situation  for  avocados,  to  modify 
sub^antially  such  marketing  policy,  the 
committee  shall  submit  to  the  Secretary 
a  revised  marketing  policy  report  setting 
forth  the  information  prescribed  in  this 
sectkm.  The  committee  shall  publicly 
announce  the  cmitents  of  each  market¬ 
ing  poUcy  report  and  copies  thereof  shall 
be  maintained  in  the  offices  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  where  they  shall  be  available  for 
examination  by  growers  and  handlers. 

5.  Revise  S  915.51  Issuance  of  regula¬ 
tions  as  toMows’. 

Renumber  paragraphs  (a)  (3) ,  (a)  (4), 
and  (a)(5)  as  paragraphs  (a)(4),  (a) 
(5),  and  (a)  (6),  and  Insert  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (a)(3). 

As  revised  i  915.51  would  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

S  915.51  iMimuTf  of  regoUtHMU. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(3)  limit  the  shipment  of  the  total 
quantity  of  avocados  by  prohibiting  the 
shipment  th^eof :  Provided,  Hiat  no 
such  prohibition  shall  be  effective  during 
any  Aw-ai  period,  other  than  for  four 


The  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  has  pro¬ 
posed  that  consideration  be  given  to  mak¬ 
ing  such  changes  as  may  be  necessary  to 
make  ea^  entire  marketing  agreement 
and  order  conform  with  any  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  that  may  result  from  this 
hearing. 

Copies  of  this  notice  of  hearing  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Frtdt  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice,  UJ3.  Department  of  Agriculture. 
Wadiington,  D.C.  20250,  or  from  Mr.  Wil¬ 
liam  C.  Knope,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Di¬ 
vision,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  PO.  Box 
9,  Lakeland,  Florida  33802. 

Dated:  March  10, 1975. 

John  C.  Blow, 
Associate  Administrator. 
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fDocket  Mo.  AO-IOS-ASS] 

MILK  IN  NEW  ORLEANS.  LA.,  MARKETING 
AREA 

Hearing  on  Proposed  Amandmsnts  to 
Tantalivs  Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  to  be  held  at  the  Jackson  Hilton,  750 
North  State  Street,  Jackson,  Mississippi 
39205,  beginning  at  9:30  am.  local  time 
on  .^pril  22,  1975,  with  respect  to  pro¬ 
posed  amen^ents  to  the  tentative  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  to  the  order,  regu¬ 
lating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  New 
Orleans,  La.,  marketing  area. 

The  hearing  is  called  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
UB.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Pau^ 
900). 

The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to  receive 
evidence  with  respect  to  the  economic  and 
maiketing  conditions  which  relate  to  the 
inoposed  amendments,  hereinafter  set 
forth,  and  any  appropriate  modifications 
thereof,  to  the  tentative  marketing 
agreement  smd  to  the  order. 

The  proposal  relative  to  redefinition 
of  the  marketing  area  raises  the  issue 
whether  the  provisions  ot  the  present  or¬ 
der  woiild  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  Act,  if  applied  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  as  proposed  to  be  redefined 
and.  if  not,  what  modifications  of  such 
provisions  of  the  order  would  be  appro¬ 
priate. 

The  proposed  amendments,  set  forth 
below,  have  not  received  the  approval  of 
the  Swretary  of  Agriculture. 

Proposed  bt  Daietwen,  Inc. 

PROPOSAL  NO.  1 

Amend  9  1094.2  New  Orleans  market¬ 
ing  area  to  read  as  follows: 


6  1094JI  NIew  Orleano-MiMiwippI  bmp* 
Imkig  M«a. 

"New  Orleans-kfisslsslppi  marketing 
area”,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  mar^ 
keting  area,  means  all  territory.  Inelud- 
ing  incorporated  municipalities  and  all 
territory  occiipied  by  government  (mu¬ 
nicipal.  state,  or  federal)  reservations. 
Installations,  institutions,  or  other  estab¬ 
lishments  within  the  boundaries  of 
^Mcifled  Louisiana  parisfties  and  MIssIb- 
sipiH  counties  in  the  followlnf  designated 
zones: 

Som  1 


bOMMSSM  PSHISKM 

Jefferson 

St.  Charles 

Lafourche 

St.  Tammany 

Orleans 

Tangipahoa 

Plaquemlnsa 

Terretmnne 

Bt.  Bemanl 

Washington 

(Teorge 

Jackson 

HanocxA 

Pearl  River 

Eburlson 

Stone 

Zona  2 

MMnasspn  countim 

Lamar 
Lawrence 
Lincoln 
Martoa 
Perry 
PUe 
WalthaU 
Wayne 
WUlOneon 

aoivi  3 

mSSISSIPPX  OOTTIfTIM 

Nesbeba 
Newton 
Rankin 
Scott 
Sharkey 
Simpson 
Smith 
Warren 
Tasoo 


ZOMB  4 


IIMWSSIFFI  COUM'X'IXS 


Attala 

Montgomery 

Bolivar 

Noxubee 

Calhoun 

CBctlbbeba 

Carroll 

Quitman 

Choctaw 

Sunflower 

Coahoma 

Tallahatchie 

Orenada 

Washington 

Holmes 

Webster 

Humphreys 

Winston 

Leflore 

Yalobusha 

Lowndes 

PROPOSAL  NO.  a 

Amend  9  1094.52.  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(c)  to  read  as  fcfilows: 

§  1094.52  Plant  location  adjnstmenta 
for  handlers. 

(a)  For  that  wxOk  which  is  received 
from  prodticers  or  from  a  handler  de¬ 
scribed  in  9  1094.9(a)  at  a  pool  plant  and 
utilized  as  CJlass  I  milk  or  assigned  Class 
I  location  adjustment  credit  ptirsoant  to 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  the  price 


Olathonaa 

Clarke 

Copiah 

Hinds 

Issaquena 

Jasper 

Kemper 

Landerclale 

Leake 

Madtaop 


Adams 

Amite 

Covington 

Forrest 

Franklin 

Oreene 

Jefferson 

Jefferacm  DavW 

Jones 
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■p«cUled  in  |10m0(a)  diall  be  re¬ 
duce  at  the  rate  set  forth  In  the  fol- 
louring  schedule  according  to  the  locar 
of  the  pool  plant  where  such  milk 
Is  received  from  producers: 

Sot*  par 
(Caate) 


For  iwUk  racelTed  st  a  plant  located  In 

Zone  1  of  the  marketing  area - -  0. 0 

For  milk  recelred  at  a  plant  located  In 

Zone  S  of  the  marketing  area -  le.  0 

For  milk  received  at  a  plant  located  In 

Zone  8  of  the  marketing  area - -  St.  0 

For  milk  received  at  a  plant  located  In 
Zone  4  of  the  marketing  area -  S7. 0 


For  milk  received  at  a  plant  located 
outside  the  marketing  area  and 
aoore  than  60  miles  by  the  shortest 
hlghwi^  distance,  as  determined  bf 
the  market  administrator,  from  the 


nearer  of  the  City  HaU  In  New  Or> 
leans.  La.,  or  Pascagoula.  Mias. 

Mc»«  than  60  mUes  but  not  more  than 

00  _  ao.o 

Xach  additional  10  miles  or  fraction 

thereof  _ ... _ ...  3.0 

•  •  •  •  a 

(c)  The  market  administrator  shall 


publlclF  announce  the  location  adjust¬ 
ment  of  each  plant  of  each  handler  as 
determined  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section.  The  market  administra¬ 
tor  shall  notify  the  handler  on  or  before 
the  first  day  of  the  month  In  which  a 
change  In  a  plant  location  adjustment 
will  aK>ly. 

•  •  •  •  • 

PROPOSAL  NO.  8 

Amend  1  1094.73,  paragrtu>h  (a)(1), 

(b)(1).  (d)  (1)  and  the  preamble  of  (c) 
(2)  to  read  as  follows: 

5  1094.73  Payments  to  producers  and  to 
cooperative  associationa. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(1)  On  or  before  the  7th  day  follow¬ 
ing  each  of  the  first  two  10-day  periods 
of  each  month  to  each  producer,  who 
did  not  discontinue  shipping  milk  to  such 
handler  within  seven  days  following  the 
end  of  the  10-day  period  for  which  pay¬ 
ment  Is  to  be  made,  an  amount  equal  to 
not  less  than  00  percent  of  the  uniform 
price  for  the  preceding  month  multi¬ 
plied  by  the  hundredweight  of  milk  re¬ 
ceived  from  such  producer  during  the  10- 
day  period  for  which  pasrment  is  being 
made,  less  proper  deductions  authorized 
by  such  iM^ucer  to  be  made  from  pay¬ 
ments  due  pursuant  to  this  paragraph; 
•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(1)  On  or  before  Uie  5th  day  preced¬ 
ing  the  last  day  on  which  a  payment 
may  be  made  pursuant  to  paragnqjh  (a) 
(1)  of  this  section,  the  pounds  of  milk 
received  from  the  producer  during  the 
10-day  period  for  which  payment  Is  to 
be  made. 

•  •  •  •  •  ^  • 

(c)  •  •  • 

(2)  Report  to  the  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion  (m  or  before  the  5th  day  preceding 
the  last  day  on  which  a  payment  may  be 
made  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)(1)  of 
this  section,  the  pounds  of  milk  received 
from  each  member  of  the  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation  during  the  10-day  period  for 


which  payment  Is  to  be  made  and  on  or 
before  the  7th  day  of  the  fifilowing 
oumth  to  the  cooperative  association  for 
Its  Individual  members  the  following  In- 
formatlcm. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(d)  •  •  • 

(1)  On  or  before  the  7th  day  following 
each  of  the  first  two  10-day  periods  of 
each  monUi  an  amount  equal  to  not  less 
than  90  percent  of  the  uniform  price  for 
the  preceding  month  multiplied  by  the 
hundredweight  of  milk  received  from  any 
cooperative  association  during  the  10-day 
period  for  which  payment  is  being  made. 

Proposxd  bt  John  A.  Harot,  Hardy 
Mini-Dairt 

proposal  no.  4 

Amend  i  1094.10,  Producer-handler  as 
follows: 

8  1094.10  Prodacer'handler, 

“Producer-handler’*  means  a  dairy 
farmer  who  operates  a  distributing  plant 
at  which  no  fluid  milk  or  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  are  received  during  the  month  ex¬ 
cept  his  own  production  and  a  dally  av¬ 
erage  of  1500  lbs.  transferred  from  a  han¬ 
dler  or  transfers  from  a  pool  plant(s) 
and  which  has  no  receipts  of  mUk  prod¬ 
ucts  other  than  fluid  milk  products  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  Class  I  except  packaged  Class 
n  and  cnass  m  products  sold  from  plant 
stores. 

Proposed  by  MARKxriNa  Assistance 

Program,  Inc. 

PROPOSAL  NO.  B 

Arnold  i  1094.7  Pool  Plant  as  follows: 

(a)  In  paragraph  (b)  Increase  the  per¬ 
centage  from  45  to  50  percent  for  the 
quallficatlcm  of  a  supply  plant  and  pro¬ 
vide  for  a  75  percent  standard  during  the 
qualifying  months  In  order  to  enjoy  auto¬ 
matic  pooling  during  the  fiush  produc¬ 
tion  period;  and 

(b)  Strike  paragraph  (c),  or  If  not 
struck,  the  standard  should  be  increased 
from  45  to  75  percent  In  order  for  the  co¬ 
operative  to  be  able  to  designate  the  co- 
op^atlve  plant  for  pooling  and  the  plant 
should  be  located  In  the  marketing  area. 

PROPOSAL  NO.  s 

Amend  1  1094.13(d)  (2)  Producer  milk 
to  limit  the  diversion  of  milk  to  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  20  percent. 

PROPOSAL  NO.  T 

Amend  the  order  to  define  “marketing 
period”  as  meaning  the  fiscal  year  be¬ 
ginning  April  1  and  ending  March  31. 

PROPOSAL  NO.  8 

Amend  the  order  to  Include  a  new  pro¬ 
vision  with  respect  to  termination  of  the 
order  to  provide  that  any  termination 
under  section  16(B)  of  the  Act  should 
be  effective  only  If  annoimced  on  or  be¬ 
fore  90  days  prior  to  the  end  of  the  then 
current  maricetlng  period. 

Proposed  by  Dairy  Division,  Agriottl- 
TXTRAL  Marketing  Service 

PROPOSAL  NO.  • 

Revise  the  Introductory  paragraidi  of 
1 1094.85  by  replacing  the  phrase  “4 
cents”  therein,  with  the  i^uuse  “5  cents.” 


PROPOSAL  NO.  10 

Make  such  changes  as  mi^  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  make  the  entire  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  conform  with  any 
amendments  thereto  that  may  result 
from  this  hearing. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  <m  Mardi 
10.  1975. 

John  C.  Blum, 
Associate  Administrator. 

CFB  Doe.75-S780  FUed  8-18-76:8:48  am] 


[7CFRPart  1096] 

(Docket  No.  AO-387-Aa6I 

MILK  IN  NORTHERN  LOUISIANA 
MARKETING  AREA 

Hearing  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Tentative  Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  public 
hefudng  to  be  held  at  the  Ramada  Inn, 
2211  MacArthur  Drive.  Alexandria,  Loui¬ 
siana  71301  beginning  at  9:30  ajn..  local 
time,  on  April  8.  1975,  with  respect  to 
proposed  amendments  to  the  tentative 
marketing  agreement  and  to  the  order, 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  In  the 
Northern  Louisiana  marketing  area. 

The  hearing  Is  called  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
n.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedme  gown¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR 
Part  900). 

The  purpose  of  the  hearing  la  to  re¬ 
ceive  evidence  with  respect  to  the  eco¬ 
nomic  and  marketing  conditions  which 
relate  to  the  proposed  amendments, 
hereinafter  set  forth,  and  any  appro¬ 
priate  modifications  thereof,  to  the  ten¬ 
tative  marketing  agreement  and  to  the 
order. 

The  proposal  relative  to  redefinition  of 
ttie  maiketlng  area  raises  the  Issue 
whether  the  provisions  of  the  present 
order  would  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act.  If  applied  to  the 
maiketlng  area  as  proposed  to  be  rede¬ 
fined  and.  If  not,  what  modifications  of 
such  provisions  of  the  order  would  be 
appropriate. 

The  pre^josed  amendmoits  set  forth, 
below,  have  not  rec^ved  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

PROPOsn  BY  Northern  Louisiana  Pure 

Milk  Producers  Association,  Baton 

Rouge  Area  Milk  Producers  Associa¬ 
tion,  AND  CENTRAL  AND  SOUTHWEST 

Dairy  Farmers 

PROPOSAL  NO.  1 

Amend  S  1096.2  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1096.2  Greater  Louieiana  Marketing 
Area. 

“Greater  Louisiana  marketing  area”, 
hereinafter  called  the  “marketing  area”, 
means  all  territory  within  the  bound¬ 
aries  of  specified  Louisiana  parishes  In 
the  following  designated  zones: 
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AmMs 

TatayaMa 

AUaa 

X^Tingaton 

AaotnMoBi 

Polnta  (3oupee 

Aanunptlon 

8t.  Helena 

Bsanragard 

8t.  Jamea 

Caloastau 

St.  Joten  the  Baptlat 

CiamaaoB 

at.  landry 

Salt  Baton  Bouga 

8t.  Martin 

Baat  FallcUna 

St.  Mary 

Brantvllna 

Vermilion 

Xberta 

Weak  Baton  Bouge 

ntarrllla 

VSaaS  FaUclana 

Jefferaon  Davla 

son  a 

AvoyeUea 

Matchlfioohea 

Catahoula 

Raptdaa 

Concordia 

gaOlaa 

Grant 

Veeaaa 

la  Salle 

son  m 

Bienville 

Madiaon 

BoaalBr 

MocMionM 

Caddo 

OoaoliKa 

CaldweH 

Bed  BSvar 

Clathoena 

ng 

Da  SaSa 

Tcnaaa 

■aat  CaooB 

Union 

Franklin 

Webater 

Jackaon 

WeatOairoQ 

ZAnooCn 

Winn 

naeosKL  wo.  t 

Amend  i  1096.60  to  read  ae  foIlowB: 
§1096^0  dawprioM. 

Bofedeoi  to  tlw  provtekma  of  I  lOSdAft, 
tba  claaa  prieea  foe  tbe  month  per  bun- 
.dioduii Ight  of  milk  containing  3.5  per¬ 
cent  shall  be  as  followB: 

(a)  Class  /  price.  The  Class  I  price  Shan 
be  the  basic  formula  price  for  the  second 
precedtag  month  idus  92.89. 

fb>  Chm  n  price.  The  Class  H  price 
shol  be  the  baste  fornnila  pries  for  ttw 
aMuth  pias  It  cants. 

to>  Ctoss  i//  price.  The  Ctoaa  m  price 
aitoU  be  the  basic  formula  price  for  the 
month. 

reoeosu.  wo.  s 

ijnend  1 1096.52 Cal  to  xeaA  as  follo«s: 

PWbS  In— lisa  ad^nstm— Ss 

far  heedless. 

tol  Pear  milk  vtilcli  Is  leeelsed  fkom 
psodueers  at  a  pool  plant  or  Is  dteerted 
therefBom,  or  Is  dellrered  tv  a  coopera¬ 
tive  association  pursuant  to  f  1096.9(c) 
to  a  pool  idant  and  which  Is  dassifled  as 
Class  I  milk  or  assigned  daaa  1  loeaCloa 
adliwtiarnteredlt  porsnant  to  paityraph 
(b)  of  this  aeetlon  Mid  for  other  sovree 
milk  for  which  a  location  adjustment  is 
applicable,  the  price  computed  pursuant 
to  f  1099J0(a)  shall  be  redueed  porsnant 
to  sitoparagraitoB  (1>.  <8)  and  (S)  of 
this  paragnmh  on  the  baris  of  the  ap- 
pdeabie  rale  per  hundredweight  for  the 
location  of  such  plant 

(1)  For  a  plant  located  within  one  (d 
the  sonea  set  forth  In  5 1096.2.  the  ad¬ 
justment  shall  be  as  follovra: 


AdfuatmetU  per 
hundredioetght 

XoBSl _  Mb  etffasCnMBt. 

Wamc  TT  _ _ Iflime  te  cenSe. 

Eons  ITT  _ _ Minus  S8  cents. 


(to  For  a  plant  loaded  otoslde  the 
marketing  area,  and  60  miles,  bat  torn 


than  60  ariies,  from  ths  nsanst  lone 
porsnant  totnfc^ragraph  (1)  at  tfalssss- 
tlon.  the  adjnriment  shall  be  an  add9> 
tionalmtaus  XIA  eenta; 

(3)  For  each  10  miles  or  fraethm  thcr^ 
of  that  a  plant  pursuant  to  subparagraph 
(2)  of  this  paragraph  Is  located  60  miles 
or  more  from  such  lone,  the  adjustment 

eha.11  inrfiiHa  an  ^rttHnnal  tnlrrne  1  1^ 

cents;  and 

(4)  The  adjustments  provided  in  sub¬ 
paragraphs  (1) .  (2)  and  (3)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  be  based  on  the  shortest 
highway  dldance  as  determined  by  the 
markpt  administrator. 

PSOPOSBD  ST  TUB  DAZRT  DlVlSIOX.  ACU- 

CULTORAL  MABXEXIHC  SBRVICB  PROPOSAL 

No.  4 

Make  such  changes  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  make  the  entire  markriing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order  conform  with  any 
amendments  thereto  that  may  result 
from  this  hearing. 

Copies  of  this  notice  of  hearing  and 
the  (wder  may  be  procured  from  the  Mar¬ 
ket  Achninlstrator,  PO.  Box  466,  Metairie, 
Iioulslana,  70904,  or  from  the  hearing 
clerk.  Room  113-A,  Administration 
Btokhng.  United  States  Department  oi 
Agrienlture,  Wa^ingtem,  D.C.  20250  or 
may  be  there  inspected. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  10, 1975. 

JoHir  C.  Blum. 

Arrociate  Administrator. 

FB  DO0.75-67E1  FUed  S-U-7S;8:4;  Rin 


Anbnal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 
[  9  CFR  Parts  112. 113] 

VmUSCS,  SERUMS,  TOXmS,  AND 
ANALOGCXJS  PRODUCTS 

Proposed  Rulemaking 

MOtloe  la  hereby  given  to  accordance 
with  the  provisions  contalxKd  In  section 
569  of  Title  5.  Unifted  States  Code,  that  It 
li  paopaard  to  amend  certain  of  the  regu- 
latlnua iwlnfing  to  iliuatii, serums, toxins, 
and  anatogoasiwodneta,  in  Parts  112  and 
113  of  Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regula- 
tiows  Issned  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Virus-Serum-Toxin  Act  of  March  4, 
1913  (21  UJB.C.  151-158). 

The  cfllelal  spelling  of  two  mScro- 
mciuriwnia  used  in  the  preparatian  of  b9> 
ologlcal  products  have  bean  riianged  in 
the  Eighth  Edition  of  Bergep^s  Manual 
of  Determinative  Bacteriology. 

Ttsc  word  hemolytteum  would  be 
changed  to  JutemoiyUeum  In  ff  112.7(f) 
(2)  and  113.92  by  these  amendaaents. 
The  word  **erysipela8”  and  the  words 
"swine  enosipelas”  would  be  changed  to 
BrysipeMkrix  rhnsiopathlae  whm  they 
appear  to  ff  112.7(f)(4).  113.67,  113.104, 
and  IISJM.  The  name  JfVf  sipelof  Arfe In- 
sMtosowoiddbe  dmngad  to  Brysipeiolh- 
rtx  rhustopethiae  where  it  appears  In 
ff  113.91,  113.104.  and  113.252.  An  edi¬ 
torial  correction  Is  aha  made  In  the  to- 
trodustory  portion  of  1 113.194(d)  (4)  bf 
deleting  the  word  "ta" 

A  question  kaa  arisen  whether  annual 
aevaccinatlon  is  required  If  a  blologleal 
prodboi  etmtetolng  the  labri  statement 
required  bp  I  ItXltiB  (1)  h  need  In  w 


derignnted  "high  risk  area."  The  Intent 
■at  the  rsgidatory  prorislon  was  to  en- 
eeusage  annual  revuednattow  In  local 
areas  where  the  IneMence  of  rabies  Is 
high  and  the  risk  of  antouJ  exposure  h 
greater,  Rewording  of  the  vaccination 
statement  as  a  recommendation  will 
clarify  the  Intent  of  the  pxovisioa.  It  is 
Important  that  the  wording  of  the  provi¬ 
sion  be  changed  aa  soon  as  can  be  done 
without  causkig  undue  burden  to  aflaeted 
llcensaea. 

^  Certato  lake!  changes  will  be  neces¬ 
sitated  by  Ure  amendments  to  1 112.7 

(d) (1),  and  If  112.7 (D  (2)  axul  (4), 
113.67,  11332.  113.104.  and  113352.  The 
DepartmMit  proposes  that  these  label 
changes  should  be  mads  by  all  keenaees 
at  thetar  next  printing  of  labels  to  vriitch 
these  changes  would  apply  followtng  the 
effective  date  of  these  proposed  amend¬ 
ments,  but  in  all  cases  not  later  than 
January  l,  1973. 

This  win  aDow  a  reasonable  time  to 
use  any  existing  supply  of  labds,  and 
compliance  with  these  amendments  will 
not  require  any  special  preparation  on 
the  part  of  persom  subject  thereto  which 
cannot  be  completed  on  or  before  the 
effeettue  (tote  thereot. 

Section  113.104  would  be  farther 
amended  by  drieting  two  alternate  routes 
of  (diaHenge  from  the  swine  protection 
test  so  that  an  products  subjected  to  this 
test  would  be  evaluated  In  the  same 
manner. 

Routine  submlssiona  oi  samples  from 
serials  of  Sterile  Diluent  prepared  for 
use  with  fmsen  Marek's  Disease  Vaccine 
have  been  found  to  be  xmdestrable.  These 
amendments  would  prescribe  that  future 
submissions  shall  be  made  upon  emrpmtc. 
from  Veterinary  Servieca. 

A  requirement  for  testing  cell  lines 
either  derived  from  or  Intended  for  use 
In  bovine  species  for  BrueeOa  abortus 
cantamlnati(m  would  be  added  to  1 113.52 

(e) .  This  requirement  would  tHminato 
the  necessity  of  testing  each  serial  prw> 
pared  with  such  cell  Dnes  for  this 
contaminant. 

Hie  crUmia  for  determining  test  ani¬ 
mals  to  be  negative  for  neuteallxhig 
antibodies  In  paragraph  (h)  (1)  of 
1 113  J29  Is  considered  unnecessarily  xe- 
stitofive.  The  words  "at  1:2  final  serum 
dllutian"  are  deleted  to  pemit  tiie  use 
of  other  means  aimroved  by  VetMiaary 
Services  foi  making  the  Kquixed 
determlnatkm. 

The  trade  mark  for  a  commercially 
produced  rabies  vaccine  was  Inadvert- 
entiy  used  In  i  113.147  Instead  of  the 
name  of  the  vims  strain.  Theae  amend¬ 
ments  wotfd  oorreet  this  mtstake. 

Printing  errors  were  made  hi  if  113.- 
M3(<y>fl>(l),  m.l45(c)<6r,  213.148fd). 
and  li3.146<tD.  TTiese  errors  woifid  hs 
corrected  by  these  amendments. 

1.  Section  112.7  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraphs  (d)  (1)..  .(D  (2),  and  (f) 
C«>  toread: 

9 112.7  Special  adcDUonal  reqnlraiiMiits. 

•  •  •  •  •  I 

«!)••• 

OI  The  statement  "Ih  hUdi  risk  areas, 
anmad  rovwnrimetibn  Iriemimnepded." 

m  c  e  c  e 


raoaAL  reoistxr,  vor.  40,  ho.  m— ^iday,  march  14,  tan 


(f>  •  •  • 

(2)  Clostrfdhait  Haemcijittctm  Bac- 
tartm.  “BaiMat  tbe  dose  5  to  9 

■mitlM  kk  aatmele  sukleci  i» 

^  m  m  9  m 

<4>  aryskielotki^iBJlttsiopatUaeBac' 
terie.  *'Bwliie:  For  breedhic  animale. 

erter  ai  days  and  annually/* 
“Turkeys:  R^eat  dose  every  3  montlie.** 
•  •  •  *  • 

2.  Section  1133  is  amended  by  reels- 
kie  pBi««rapta  (b)  (9>  to  read; 

fi  113.3  SeaqiliBg  at  biolofiical  iprod- 

•Ob. 

•  •  *  •  * 

fb)  •  *  • 

(9)  Sterile  Diluent.  A  sample  of 
Sterile  Diluent  sball  acconyany  each 
sample  of  vaccine,  other  than  frosen 
Ifarek's  Disease  Vaccine,  if  such  diluent 
Is  reanired  to  rehydrate  or  dilute  the 
vaccine  before  use.  Samples  of  Sterile 
Dfluent  pr^ared  for  use  with  frozen 
Ifarek's  Disease  Vaccine  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  upon  request  from  Veterinary 
Services. 

•  «  •  •  • 

3.  Section  113.52  is  amended  by  revis- 
faig  paragraph  (e)  to  read:. 

S  113.52  Requirements  for  selection  of 
ceD  lines. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(e)  Each  MCS  either  derived  from  or 
intended  for  use  in  bovine  species  shall 
be  shown  to  be  free  of  BVD  virus  using 
the  procedure  provided  in  S  113.5((D. 
Each  IdCS  shall  also  be  shown  to  be  free 
of  Brucella  abortOM  by  using  1-0  ml 
aliquota  of  the  MCS  as  inoculum  and 
using  the  luncednre  provided  in  f  119.32. 
•  *  •  *  * 

4.  Section  113.67  is  amended  by  re- 
vMng  the  heading  and  the  introductory 
portion  to  read; 

§  113.67  ErysipciotiirMi  Rhasiopatiiiae 
sacancb 

Erysipelothrix  Rhusiopathiae  vaccine 
shair  be  prepared  as  a  desiccated  live 
culture  of  an  avimleni  or  modified 
■traki  of  Brysipeiathrix  rhusiopathiae 
which  has  been  proved  to  be  non-patho- 
genlc  and  nontoidc.  Bach  serial  and  sub- 
serial  Shan  be  tested  for  purity,  safety, 
potency,  and  moisture  content.  A  seri^ 
or  suhserial  found  unsatisfactory  by  any 
prescribed  test  shall  not  be  released. 

•  •  •  •  • 

5.  Section  113.92  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  heading,  the  introductory  porthm 
of  5 113.92,  and  paragraph  (c)  (2)  to 
Nad: 

§  113.92  dmtridinm  haemolyticim  bae. 
terift. 

Clostridium  Haemolyticum  Baelerin 
shall  be  produced  from  a  enItUN  of 
Clostridium  haemolfftlcttm  which  haa 
been  Inaettvated  aad  is  nontoxie.  Each 
serial  of  biological  product  containing 
Clostridium  haemolyticum  fraction  shall 
meet  the  applicable  requirements  in 
8  113.85  and  shall  be  tested  for  purity, 
safety,  and  potency  as  prescribed  in  this 


sectioia  A  aerial  fennd  umtisfactory  by 
any  jsnirtit  d  taA  Aall  not  be  released. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Potency  test  •  •  • 

(2)  Clostridium  hasmdlyticum  chal¬ 
lenge  material.  avaflaMe  upon  request 
from  Veterinary  ^rvlces,  shall  be  used 
for  challenge  14  to  15  days  following  the 
last  injection  of  the  product.  Each  of 
the  eight  vaccinates  and  each  of  five 
additional  nonvacelnated  guinea  pigs  for 
controls  shall  be  injected  intramuscu- 
Ii^y  with  approximately  100  Ulu  of 
challenge  materlaL  This  dose  shall  be 
determined  by  statistical  analysis  of  re¬ 
sults  of  titrations  of  the  challenge  mate¬ 
rial.  The  vaccinates  and  controls  shall  be 
observed  for  3  davs  post-challenge  and 
all  deaths  recorded. 

•  •  *  *  '  • 

6.  Section  113.104  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  heading  and  the  introductory 
portion  of  8  113.104;  by  revising  para- 
graidis  (d>  (3)  and  (4) ;  and  by  revising 
tbe  introductory  portion  of  paragraph 
(e>  to  read: 

S  113.104  Erysipelothrix  rhvsiopathiae 
bacterin. 

Erysipelothrix  Rhusiopathiae  Bacterin 
shall  be  produced  from  a  c\ilt\ire  of 
B^j/sipelothrix  rhusiopathiae  which  has 
been  Inactivated  and  is  nontoxic.  Each 
serial  of  biological  product  containing 
Erysipelothrix  rhusiopathiae  shall  meet 
the  applicable  requirements  in  8  113.85 
and  shall  be  tested  for  purity,  safety, 
and  potency  as  prescribed  in  this  sec¬ 
tion.  A  serial  found  unsatisfactory  by 
any  prescribed  test  shall  not  be  released. 
•  *  •  •  • 
fd)  •  •  • 

(1)  BiRch  injected  mouse  Shan  be  ^al- 
lengcd  subcutaneously  14  to  21  days  after 
being  Injected  with  the  diluted  bacterin. 
A  0.2  ml  dose  containing  at  least  100 
mouse  LDu  of  a  suitable  culture  of 
Erysipelothrix  rhusiopathiae  shall  be 
used.  All  survivors  in  each  group  of  mice 
shall  be  recorded  10  days  post-challenge. 

(4)  Test  for  vaUd  assay.  The  same 
•omecntlve  dilutions  of  the  Standard 
and  the  Unknown  need  not  be  used  in 
the  test  for  vaHd  assay,  but  the  foDow- 
Ing  requirements  shall  be  met: 

•  •  *  •  * 

(e)  When  the  swine  protection  test 
la  conducted,  susceptible  pigs  ghan  be 
used  as  test  animals.  Each  of  four  pigs 
(vaednates)  shall  be  injected  with  one 
pig  dose  as  recommended  on  the  label, 
fhur  additioiial  pigs  shidl  be  held  as 
imvaccinated  controls.  Fourteen  to 
twotty-one  daors  postvaecinatkm.  the 
vaccinates  and  the  controls  shall  be  chal¬ 
lenged  with  a  vindent  Erysipelothrix 
rhusioyathiae  culture  by  the  intramus¬ 
cular  route  and  observed  for  7  days. 

•  •  •  •  • 

T.  Section  113.129  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  pazagNph  (b)  (1)  to  read: 

§  113.129  Rabies  vaccine  (killed  vims). 

•  •  •  •  * 

<b)  •  •  • 

( 1 )  Thirty-five  animals  of  each  species 
shall  be  used  as  test  animals  (25  vacci¬ 


nates  and  10  controls).  BIkxI  aaiapirit 
shall  be  drawn  from  these  animals  and 
individual  serums  tested.  Ouly  animals 
which  are  negative  for  neutralialng  anti¬ 
bodies  to  rabies  shall  be  used. 

•  •  •  *  • 

8.  Section  113.143  as  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (c)  (1)  (i)  to  read: 

§  113.143  Eisccphalomyelkis  vaccine. 

Venezuelan. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(€)••• 

(!)••• 

(i)  Each  of  10  young  adiilt  mice  (16 
to  20  grams  each)  shall  be  injected  tn- 
traperitoneafiy  with  0.3  ml  of  the  undi¬ 
luted  virus  sample  and  observed  each 
day  for  21  days.  If  unfavorable  reactions 
sthibutable  to  the  product  occur  in  the 
mice  during  the  observation  period,  the 
product  is  unsatisfactory.  If  unfavorable 
reactions  occur  which  are  not  attributa¬ 
ble  to  the  product,  the  test  is  inconclu¬ 
sive  and  may  be  repeated. 

*  •  •  A  • 

9.  Section  113.145  Is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragrairfi  Cc)(6)  and  the  intro¬ 
ductory  portion  of  paragraph  (d)  to 
read; 

§  113.145  Bovine  rhinolrachehis  vac¬ 
cine. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(c)  •  •  * 

(6)  If  less  than  19  of  the  post-injection 
serum  samples  tested  as  prescribed  in 
paragraph  (c)  (3)  of  this  section  show 
neutralization  In  an  tubes  of  the  1  ;2  final 
serum  dflutton,  or  if  more  than  one  of 
the  vaccinates  show  a  temperature  of 
103.5*  F  or  higher  for  2  or  more  days, 
or  if  more  than  one  of  tiie  vaccinates 
exhibits  respiratory  or  other  plinical  signs 
of  infectious  bovine  rhinotracheltls,  or 
both,  the  Master  Seed  Virus  Is  unsatis¬ 
factory. 

•  •  *  •  • 

Cd>  Test  requirements  for  release: 
Each  serial  and  svbserial  shall  meet  the 
applicable  general  requirements  pre¬ 
scribed  in  8  113.135  and  the  reqtilrements 
In  this  paragraph.  Final  container  sam¬ 
ples  of  completed  product  shall  be  tested 
except  as  prescribed  in  paragraph  (d)  (1  > 
ef  this  section.  Any  serial  or  subserial 
found  unsatisfactory  by  a  prescribed  test 
shall  not  be  released. 

•  •999 

19.  Section  113.146  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  introductory  portion  sf  para¬ 
graph  (d)  to  read: 

§  Il3kl46  Bowiae  viraB  dfawboa  vaccine. 

•  «  #  #  A 

(d)  Test  requirements  for  release: 
Each  serial  and  subserial  shall  meet  the 
applicable  general  reqiiirements  pre¬ 
scribed  in  8 119.135  and  the  requirements 
in  this  paragraph.  FinM  eontalner  sam¬ 
ples  of  comifieted  praduet  shall  be  tested 
except  as  prescribed  in  paragrairti  (d)(1) 
of  this  BoeOrn.  Any  serial  or  subserial 
found  unsatisfactory  by  a  prescribed  test 
shall  not  be  released. 

•  *  •  •  • 

11.  Section  113.147  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (d)(3)(ii)  to  read: 
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S  113.147  Rabies  vaccine. 

•  •  •  C  •  • 

((!)••• 

(S)  •  •  • 

(11)  The  injected  young  adult  mice 
shall  be  observed  each  day  for  14  days 
except  when  testing  vaccines  made  with 
SAD  strain  of  rabies  virus,  in  which  case, 
the  mice  shall  be  observed  each  day  for 
21  dasrs.  Deaths  and  paralysis  occurring 
subsequent  to  the  fourth  day  post-injec> 
tion  shall  be  noted  and  the  LDa  titer  cal¬ 
culated  by  the  Reed  and  Mutnch  Method. 

•  •  •  •  # 

12.  Section  113.252  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  heading  and  introductory  por¬ 
tion  ot  S  113.252.  and  by  revising  para¬ 
graph  (c)  (1)  to  read: 

§  113.252  Erysipclothrix  rhusiopathiae 
antiserum. 

Elrysipelothrix  Rhusiopathiae  Anti¬ 
serum  shall  ba  prepared  from  the  blood 
of  horses  hsnaer-immunized  with  the 
antigenic  strains  of  Erysipclothrix  rhu¬ 
siopathiae.  Each  serial  shall  be  tested  for 
purity,  safety,  and  potency  as  provided  in 
this  section.  Any  serial  found  tmsatisfac- 
tory  by  a  prescribed  test  shall  not  be 
released. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Potency  test.  •  •  • 

(1)  In  the  first  stage,  each  of  40  Swiss 
albino  mice,  each  weighing  16  to  20 
grams,  shall  be  injected  subcutaneously 
with  0.1  ml  of  antiserum.  Twenty-four 
hours  post- injection,  the  injected  mice 
and  10  additional  mice  designated  as 
controls  shall  be  challenged  subcutane¬ 
ously  with  the  same  culture  of  Erysipe- 
lothrix  rhusiopathiae. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(37  Stot.  832-833;  21  U.S.C.  151-158) . 

Interested  parties  arc  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  regulations  to  Dep¬ 
uty  Administrator,  Veterinary  Services, 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service,  UJ3.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Room  828-A.  Federal  Building,  Hyatts- 
ville,  Maryland  20782.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  April  16, 1975,  will  be 
considered. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  such  times  and 
places  and  in  a  manner  convenient  to 
the  public  business.  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Done  at  Washington,  this  10th  day  of 
March  1975. 

PlERRK  A.  ChALOXTX, 
Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services.  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

(FB  Doc.75-8807  PUed  3-13-75:8:45  am] 


PROPOSED  RULES 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION,  AND  /WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Adminh  tration 
[  21  CFR  Part  1  ] 

NUTRITION  LABEUNG  OF  FRESH  FRUITS 
AND  FRESH  VEGETABLES 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

,  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-4867  appearing  at  page 
8214  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday,  February 
26,  1975,  the  line  reading,  “table  to  be 
required  to  bear  the  name”  was  omitted 
and  should  be  Inserted  after  the  first 
line  on  page  8215. 


[  21  CFR  Part  1  ] 

BEVERAGES  IN  GLASS  AND  PLASTIC 
CONTAINERS 

Proposed  Type  Size  Exemption  for 
Container  Closure  Labels 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  received  a  petition  submitted  on  be¬ 
half  of  Dairy  Cap  Corp.,  Jamaica,  NY, 
proposing  to  amend  21  CTR  l.bd  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  type  sizD  exemption  for  required 
label  statements  on  milk,  water,  fruit 
juice,  diluted  fruit  juice,  and  imitation 
fruit  juice  in  glass  or  plastic  containers. 
The  effect  of  this  petition,  if  granted, 
would  be  to  permit  label,  on  the  closures 
of  glass  or  plastic  containers  of  the  listed 
beverages  to  be  printed  in  %2-lnch  tsre 
size  instead  of  Vin-inch  tire  size  as  re¬ 
quired  at  present  by  S  1.8d(c).  The  effect 
of  the  Commissioner's  proposal,  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  petition,  would  be  to  permit 
a  type  size  reduction  only  if  the  closure 
labels  of  glass  and  plastic  containers  bear 
nutrition  labeling  pursuant  to  §  1.17  and 
the  surface  area  availatle  for  labeling  on 
the  top  of  the  closure  is  less  than  2  square 
inches. 

The  petitioner’s  requested  revision  of 
S  1.8d(c)  would  add  a  subparagraph  as 
follows: 

Milk  (Including  whole  milk,  skim  milk,  low 
fat  milk,  chocolate  milk,  buttermilk,  and 
other  types  of  flavored  milk),  single  strength 
and  less  than  single  strength  fruit  Juice 
beverages  and  Imitations  thereof,  and  drink¬ 
ing  water,  packaged  in  plastic  and  glass  con¬ 
tainers  shall  be  exempt  from  the  minimum 
type  size  requirements  fer  an  Information 
panel  described  by  f  l.Qd  of  there  regulations 
when  all  label  Information  required  by  {  1.8d 
appears  on  the  container’s  closure  except  for 
the  quantity  of  contents.  Such  statements 
shall  be  prominently  and  conspicuously  set 
forth  in  not  less  than  14*  Inch  type  size.  The 
requirements  for  conspicuousness  and  legibil¬ 
ity  shall  include  the  qeeclflcatlons  of  SI  1.8b 
(h)  (1)  and  (2)  and  1.9. 

As  grounds  in  support  of  the  proposal. 
Dairy  Cap  Corporation  set  forth  the 
following: 

1.  Dairy  Cap  Corporation  manufactures 
and  distributes  In  Interstate  commerce 
closures  for  milk  containers.  Buch  closures 
have  often  been  used  as  a  source  of  imparting 
Information  to  consumers.  These  caps  and 
containers  are  affected  by  the  Information 


panel  regulation  and  therefore  Dairy  Cap 
Corporation  Is  an  Interested  person  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  said  regulation'. 

2.  The  dairy  Industry  Is  currently  expend¬ 
ing  huge  sums  of  money  on  nonretumable 
and  returnable  plastic  milk  containers  which 
use  either  aluminum,  plastic,  or  paper  caps. 

3.  Milk  and  milk  products  listed  In  21  CFR 
Part  18  wlU,  In  most  cases,  be  subject  to 
mandatory  nutrition  labeling,  since  they 
usually  are  vitamin  A  and/or  vitamin  D 
fortlfled. 

The  fluid  milk  Industry  has  been  pro¬ 
moting  nutrition  labeling  so  that,  even  when 
It  Is  not  required.  It  will  be  voluntarily 
adopted.  Thus,  the  Information  required  to 
be  declared  on  a  typical  Infcrmr.tlon  panel, 
pursuant  to  section  1.8d,  woiild  Include  full 
nutritional  Information,  the  name  and  ad¬ 
dress  of  the  manufacturer.  Ingredients 
clause,  and  usually  the  words  “pasteurized” 
and  "homogenized".  The  latter  two  are  re¬ 
quired  labeling  In  all  fifty  states. 

4.  *  *  *  The  can,  having  less  than  2  sq. 
Inches  of  space,  cannot  acconunodate  all  the 
required  Infcrmatlnn  specified  In  section  1.8d 
In  Vio-lnch  type.  The  cap  oon  accommodate 
the  use  cf  VSc-lnch  type. 

5.  Compliance  with  the  rule  as  now  writ¬ 
ten  would  preclude  using  the  bottle  closure  as 
a  source  of  Information.  Such  a  develc^ment 
would  require  major  modification  of  the  la¬ 
beling  machinery  In  plants,  whether  through 
the  USD  of  paper  labels  on  the  milk  bottles  cr 
through  adoption  of  larger  caps  and  new 
label  applicators.  The  conversion  to  such 
a  system  would,  necessitate  large  expense  to 
the  dairy  and  cloevire  Industry  and,  even¬ 
tually,  to  the  consumer.  Such  expense  Is 
noi  justified  In  view  of  the  facts  elaborated 
below  which  show  that  tfu-lnch  typo  Is  rea¬ 
sonable  and  appropriate. 

6.  The  consumer,  because  of  historical  m- 
dustry  labeling  practices,  has  become  accus¬ 
tomed  to  finding  required  label  Information 
on  the  cap  or  closure.  •  •  •  Further,  many 
states  have  adopted  the  National  Labeling 
Committee’s  “Model  Regulation  and  Law” 
(NLC  No.  2,  August  1063)  which  requires  that 
applicable  modifying  terminology  or  phrases 
shall  appear  on  the  "Required  Information 
Panel.”  For  "glass  milk  containers,  the  prin¬ 
cipal  display  panel,  the  required  Information 
panel,  and  the  cap  or  closure  are  one  and  the 
some.  For  plastic  milk  containers,  although 
one  side  panel  may  be  used  as  the  required 
Information  panel  and/cr  principal  display 
panel,  cap  cr  closure  labeling  Is  by  far  the 
most  common  and  practical  mode  of  satisfy¬ 
ing  both  federal  and  state  labeling  require¬ 
ments. 

7.  Since  there  will  be  Insufficient  space 
to  carry  the  Information  required  by  {  1.8d 
on  the  caps  of  plastic  or  glass  milk  containers 
In  1/16  Inch  tjrpe,  the  Industry  has  four  al¬ 
ternatives:  (a)  Place  such  Information  on  a 
paper  label  to  be  passed  on  the  containers, 
(b)  silk-screen  the  Information  on  the  body 
of  the  container,  (c)  completely  redesign 
the  container  to  provide  a  larger  available 
cap  area,  or  (d)  obtain  an  exemption  from 
the  t/pe  size  requirement,  permitting  a  type 
size  of  1/32  Inch. 

’This  s’^atement  of  grounds,  which  consti¬ 
tutes  a  part  of  the  petition.  Is  In  no  way  at¬ 
tempting  to  eliminate  alternatives  (a),  (b) 
and  (c)  as  cited  above.  As  will  be  further 
disctised.  It  will  ultimately  serve  the  Interest 
of  the  consumer  to  enable  manufacturers 
the  flexibility  of  plt»rnatlve  (d)  where  It  Is 
economically  sensible. 

8.  In  this  case,  the  balance  between  the 
greater  economic  cost  of  paper  labels,  s’lk- 
screened  Information,  or  larger  caps  and  the 
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dMtee  Urn  »  unUorm  Information  panel 
alKmlA  be  Msotred  In  favor  of  tba  eevnomto 
factor.  •  •  •  Tbe  propoeed  exe■^}tton  would 
allow  companies  to  continue  using  the  con- 
tsteer  eioBare  as  a  significant  source  of  In- 
forznatlon.  To  convert  or  expand  to  paper 
lalMriB  or  sllk-eersenlng  or  larivr  cape  would 
riwiiTt  fie  eostlp  equipment  expendltni*  or 
sobstantlal  eonvenlon  of  existing  equipment 
wltb  an  eventual  Infiat  Ion  ary  impaet  om  milk 
product  prloea  to  the  cooeinner. 

While  certainly  the  technological  capabili¬ 
ties  exist  with  regard  to  conveying  the  re¬ 
quired  label  information  via  an  applied  label 
or  aOk  Bcreenlng,  the  ‘^practicality'*  end 
“undue  hardship”  in  many  cases  ^daserves 
further  attasttai  and  sxploratton. 

Oonsntly»  few  plaatle  milk  containers  bear 
a  preprinted  aiqiUed  label  on  the  contatner's 
sidewall,  which  either  beers  information 
supplemental  to  or  In  lieu  of  that  appearing 
on  tbe  cap  or  closure.  The  latter  Is  most 
often  the  case.  To  require  tbe  applied  label 
to  be  increased  in  size  to  accommodate  th« 
Information  required  by  {  Ifid  would,  in  aU 
probability,  outweigh  the  cost  of  providing 
this  tnformatfon  on  the  cap.  At  tbe  very 
leasi,  the  manufacturer  should  have  this 
attematlve  available. 

Silk  screening  the  Infonaatloa  required 
by  {  1.8d  win  pose  numerous  technologlcsl 
end  economic  problems  to  the  manufacturer. 
Aaeumlng  a  milk  container  currently  bears 
informatfon  appfied  by  the  etlk-sereenlng 
procsss,  the  llfs-apan  of  tbs  screen  Iteelf 
win  be  gvcstly  reduced  In  terms  of  Its  ability 
to  produce  clear  and  conspicuous  copy  when 
ths  smaller  type  else  lettering  Is  ussd.  Also, 
a  dairy’s  emclendes  of  prcduction  will  begin 
to  erode  If  production  lines  have  to  be  slowed 
down  to  permit  the  proper  ai^Hcatlon  of 
legible,  detailed  tnfermatlon.  Again,  If  a 
dairy  jvrtshes  to  ohooes  this  route,  thst 
Bhoirid  be  Its  pisrogattre.  However,  tbs  pro- 
poasl  contained  herein  shouM  also  be  svsH- 
able  to  dslrlea 

An  additional  burden  Is  placed  on  tbe 
manufacturer  whose  containers  are  not  silk 
screened  and  do  not  bear  an  applied  labsL 
la  these  eases,  all  currently  required  inlor- 
matton  (federal  and  state  requirements)  iq>- 
pesrs  on  the  eontalner*B  cap,  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  the  quantity  of  contents  deelaratlon, 
which  appears  at  or  above  the  oontalnsr’s 
shoulder.  For  these  companies,  an  unbear¬ 
able  soonomlo  baadahlp  would  issnlt.  In 
many  cases.  If  large  capital  espcndltures  bed 
ts  be  made  for  purpoaes  of  sfik-acreemlng  or 
label  application  equipment.  Additionally, 
many  of  these  eontatners  are  the  returnahle 
type  wMeh  are  returned  to  the  dairy  after 
Tsw  and  rsflflMt — eften  wtOi  diVsRBt  prod¬ 
ucts  (Le..  mlDr,  iowfat  and  skim  milk).  A 
container  hearlieg  s  prsprlntsd  snpllcd  label 
would  result  in  tremendous  problems  from 
the  standpoint  of  reusing  them  (adequate 
and  eOelawt  washing  operations,  ft>r  exam¬ 
ple).  A  piBstle  retnrnabis  rank  container 
with  silk  screened  Informatton  wotfid  also 
pose  considerable  dlffloultles  with  regards  to 
sorting  and  washing  operations  (the  caus¬ 
tics  tnvolYed  ha  the  washing  operstluns 
would  play  havoc  with  the  Clarity  and  eon- 
aptcuousiises  oT  tbe  painted  tnfbmmtlan). 
In  both  these  tnatsnees  cap  labeUng  U  a 
viable  and  acecptable  alternative.  piovldlBg 
iq)fMroprlate  arnefidment  of  I  Ifid  le  made. 

In  addition.  It  should  be  noted  that  cur¬ 
rently  manufactured  bottles  are  being  made 
with  dimpled  surfaces.  This  Is  useful  In  ordsr 
to  obtatii  better  removal  from  the  gfase 
blower.  Sucb  enrfhees,  however,  oannot  be 
readily  used  tor  tUk  scraenlng. 

fi.  Dairy  Cap  Oorporatloa  wlstwe  to  oon- 
tlnne  nslng  Us  existing  machinery  to  nmke 
the  cvpa  and  apply  the  labels.  It  is  possible 
to  design  larger  caps,  and  buy  new  machinery 


to  apply  them.  However,  surii  a  coone  ed 
aetkss  would  entna  large  eapUal  expendl- 
tuses  on  oux  behalf,  and  would  be  a  fooMeh 
oourae  of  action  inasmuch  as  there  would  be 
no  moiket  for  our  products  until  ths  dairy’s 
line  machinery  were  redesigned  to  accommo¬ 
date  a  new  steed  cap.  Larger  caps  wlB  ideo 
he  a'teaste  of  plastle.  Use  of  eststtng  mn- 
ehlnery,  therefore.  Is  deshrahls  and  soonomt- 
sslly  pncttcal  ftum  s  cap  suppOer  and  uswr 
standpoint. 

10.  •  •  • 

11.  Label  Information  can  be  declared  In 
legible;  clear,  and  coosplcuoius  manner  In 
I/32-tnch  tTPS.  An  example  of  such  a  decla¬ 
ration  Is  attached  as  Exhibit  A,  which  is  the 
setoal  propoeed  Information  material  for  the 
milk  container  elmnire.  Z^rmlttlng  tbe  use  of 
l/3h-lnch  type  on  milk  container  riosures 
would  make  tbe  declaration  of  nutrition 
Information  feasible  without  tbe  naoeaelty 
of  expensive  and  time  consuming  conver¬ 
sion  to  paper  labels  or  larger  caps.  It  can  be 
Been  from  the  sample  labels  that  1/93-lnch 
type  Is  leglMe  sthI  can  be  read  by  consum- 
ass.  In^fact,  the  use  of  1/33-lnch  t]rpe  on  the 
paper  appited  label  Is  consldarably  more 
legale  than  the  larger  siss  type  on  ottier 
types  at  caps  In  which  tbe  information 
overflows  the  top  and  is  crimped  on  the 
edges. 

It  sbonld  also  he  noted  that  the  Canadian 
HekxI  and  Drug  Plreetorate  permitted  the 
u»  of  l/sa-lnch  type.  Further,  although  we 
request  permlsston  to  nm  1/32-lnCh  tirpe,  we 
plan  to  use  43/1000  Incfa.  which  la  slightly 
larger. 

IS.  Xn  view  of  tbe  foregoing,  petitioner 
submits  that  reasonable  grounds  have  been 
set  forth  in  this  petition  for  amendment 
of  I  Ifid(e)  in  accordance  with  the  above 
pronoeal. 

The  petition  is  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4- 
65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20852. 

The  Commissioner  has  considered  the 
petition  and  agrees  that  it  is  necessary  to 
use  a  type  size  smaller  than  ^  inch  on 
the  closures  of  glass  and  plastic  con¬ 
tainers  used  to  package  products  such 
as  those  specified  in  the  proposal,  since 
nutrition  hiformatlon  wfll  not  fit  on  the 
top  surfaces  of  37  millimeter  container 
closures  if  minted  in  the  t^-inch  tvpe 
size  currently  required  by  { 1.8d(c).  Ef¬ 
forts  by  varfous  manufacturers  to  print 
the  nutrition  information  in  i^-inch 
tvpe  size  on  the  grooved  and  crimped 
sides  of  screw-on  bottle  closures  have  not 
been  successful,  since  the  information 
printed  on  the  side  of  the  closure  is  often 
Inconspicuous  and  illegible.  In  addition, 
requiring  placement  of  labels  on  the  sur> 
face  of  the  containers,  rather  tiwin  on 
the  closures,  would  not  only  Increase 
cost  by  rewiring  that  separate  con- 
tahier  Inventories  be  maintained  for 
each  product,  but  would  also  increase 
costs  due  to  the  necessity  to  segregate 
reusable  containers  by  product  use  prior 
to  reuse. 

Due  to  the  ecological  advantages  of 
reusable  containers,  the  ConunissioneK 
proposes  that  the  requested  type  size  ex¬ 
emption  be  granted  for  specified  prod¬ 
ucts  packed  in  reusable  glass  and  plas¬ 
tic  containers.  AlZhough  no  ecological 
Justification  can  be  made  for  allowing 
reduced  type  size  on  the  labels  of  non- 
reusable  containers,  the  Comxnlssianer 


has  naled  the  petitioners  contention 
thst-  h»vfi  CHPendltures  of  money  woidd 
bw  requlneti  for  the  purehaae  of  sflk 
screening  equipment  or  label  apphcatlon 
equipment  if  nonrensable  containers  are 
required  to  bear  nutrition  labeling  on  the 
body  of  the  ctmtateer  rather  than  on  the 
closure  dUe  to  the  Ms-inch  type  size  re- 
quirenwiit.  hi  order  to  avoid  unneces¬ 
sary  cost  iHcreases.  which  nrast  ulti¬ 
mately  be  borne  by  the  consumer,  the 
Commissioner  therefore,  proposes  that 
these  prodiKts  in  nonreusable  glass  and 
plastic  containers  also  be  graiited  the 
type  size  exemption. 

Tbe  Commissioner  has  made  changes 
In  the  petftianers  proposal  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  clarifying  that  the  exemption, 
if  granted,  will  apply  only  to  closure 
labels  bearing  mitritlon  labeling,  and 
wRh  less  ttiaa  2  Inches  of  available  labd 
area  on  the  top  of  die  dosorc.  The  type 
sise  exemption  is  needed  only  for  those 
riocuTB  labeis  which  have  insufficient 
label  miace  for  Me-hKh  type  sise. 

The  sentence  reading  “The  leqnire- 
mento  for  eonspieuoHsness  and  legMUty 
shall  include  the  specifications  of  II  1.8b 
<h>  (1)  and  (T>  and  1.9.**  has  been  de¬ 
leted  from  the  proposal  slnee  the  re- 
qnireincnts  of  II  1.8b  and  1.9  apply  with- 
oot  specifle  mention.  The  Conmilssloner, 
in  the  interest  of  providing  uniform  reg¬ 
ulations  for  prodoct  classes;  has  also  ex¬ 
panded  the  proposal  to  make  it  appli¬ 
cable  to  all  the  dairy  and  beverage  prod¬ 
ucts  listed  in  9I  l.lcia)  (7)  (i)  and  (13) 
(i). 

Therefore,  parsmnt  to  provisfons  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  »1,  409. 101(a) ,  52  Stat.  1040- 
1042,  as  amended,  1047-1048  as  amended, 
1855;  21  UjB.C.'321.  343.  311(a))  and 
under  authority  delegated  to  him  (21 
CFR  2.120) .  the  Commissioner  proposes 
that  1 1.8d  be  amended  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (e)  (5)  to  read  as  follows: 

S  1.8<1  Food  labeling^  iafovniatlon  paneL 

«  •  «  •  «  - 

(c)  •  •  • 

(5)  Any  of  the  foods  Usted-ln  H  1.1c 
(a)  i7)  (i)  and  U3>  <i>  and  packaged  in 
glass  or  piasUc  contalneis  are  exempt 
from  the  tgpe  sise  requirements  of  this 
paragraph:  PrenUed: 

(1)  That  the  label  inf  onmtloB  appear¬ 
ing  on  the  dosare  faieindes  BuMtkm  tn- 
fonnatiiHi  pursaant  to  1 1.17  and  a  full 
list  of  ingredientB  puesusnt  to  I IJIO  and 
the  poUcy  expressed  in  |3A8  of  tills 
chapter. 

(ii)  That  the  area  of  surface  avafiable 
for  labeflng  on  file  top  of  the  doenre  is 
less  than  X  sqaare  faiehes  and  bears  all 
labeling  appearing  am  the  package,  ex- 
cegd  that  the  quantity  of  contents  state¬ 
ment  may  he  plaecd  on  tiic  container 
pursuant  ta  I  l.la«a)  CDUI)  ae  <18)  (1). 

dil)  That  tbe  type  size  is  not  lam  than 
^  Inch  in  height. 

•  •  •  «  • 
Intezeafed  persons  amy.  on  or  before 
May  13. 1975,  file  with  the  Hcarhw  Clexk. 
Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Bm. 
4-85.  5600  Fishexs  Lane,  Bockvifie.  MD 
20852.  written  enmmenta  Cpreferahly  in 
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quintuplicatc)  regarding  this  int>po6aL 
Received  comments  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  office  during  working  hours,  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday. 

Dated;  March  10, 1975. 

Sam  D.  F^e, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
Compliance. 
|FB  Doc.75-6785  PUed  3-18-75:8:45  am] 


[21  CFR  Part  630] 

ADDITIONAL  STANDARDS  FOR  VIRAL 
VACCINES 

Testing  for  Potency  and  Safety  of  Smallpox 

Vafxine  and  Mmsies-Smallpox  Vaccine, 

Live 

The  Public  Health  Service  Act  requires 
that  all  biological  products  to  be  of¬ 
fered  for  sale  in  interstate  commerce 
must  be  licensed  and  must  meet  certain 
standards  to  ensure  their  continued 
safety,  purity  and  potency.  The  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  is  conducting  a 
review  of  the  existing  standards  govern¬ 
ing  biological  products  for  the  purpose 
of  updating  them  to  reflect  the  best  cur¬ 
rent  testing  procedures  established  by  the 
scientifle  community,  and  to  promote 
uniformity  and  specifleity.  As  a  result 
of  the  review,  the  Commissioner  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  the  standard  govern¬ 
ing  Smallpox  Vaccine  and  Measles- 
Smallpox  Vaccine,  Live,  to  (1)  delete 
the  “rabbit  scarifleation”  method  as  a 
procedure  for  determining  smallpox  po¬ 
tency  of  the  vaccines,  (2)  reduce  the 
voliune  of  inoculum  used  in  the  “pock 
coimt”  method  for  determining  potency 
of  the  vaccines,  and  (3)  combine  the 
presently  prescribed  individual  tests  for 
Clostridium  te'ani  and  other  anaerobes 
into  a  single  test  procedure  for  deter¬ 
mining  safety  of  the  vaccines. 

The  standards  for  licensed  Smallpox 
Vaccine  in  §  630.73(a)  (21  CFR  630.73 
(a))  require  that  the  vaccine  be  tested 
for  potency  either  by  the  “rabbit  scarifl¬ 
eation”  method  or  by  the  “pock  coimt” 
method.  Likewise,  the  standards  concern¬ 
ing  Measles-Smallpox  Vaccine,  Live,  in 
§  630.84(c)  (21  CFR  620.84(0 )  require 
that  samples  of  dried  Measles-Smallpox 
Vaccine,  Live,  be  tested  for  smallpox 
potency  as  prescribed  in  §  630.73.  The 
“rabbit  scarifleation”  method  involves 
scarifleation  of  the  skin  of  a  rabbit  with 
a  series  of  appropriate  dilutions  of  both 
a  test  vaccine  and  a  control  reference 
vaccine.  The  potency  of  the  test  vaccine 
is  determined  from  the  degree  of  re¬ 
activity  to  the  test  vaccine  resulting  on 
the  scarifled  skin  of  the  rabbit,  as  com¬ 
pared  to  the  reactivity  resulting  from  the 
control  reference  vaccine.  The  “pock 
coimt”  method  involves  inoculation  of 
the  chorioallantoic  membrane  of  one 
group  of  chicken  eggs  with  appropriate 
dilutions  of  the  test  vaccine  and  another 
group  of  chicken  eggs  with  appropriate 
reference  vaccine.  The  potency  of  the  test 
vaccine  is  determined  from  the  number 
of  specific  lesions  on  the  membrane  re¬ 
sulting  from  each  dilution  of  the  test 
vaccine,  as  compared  to  the  number  of 


PtOPOSED  RULES 


specifle  lesions  resulting  from  the  dilu¬ 
tions  of  the  control  reference  vaccine. 

The  Commissioner  has  evaluated  the 
“rabbit  scarifleation”  and  “pock  coimt” 
methods  with  respect  to  their  accuracy, 
sensitivity,  cost  and  precision  of  results 
for  determining  smallpox  potency  of 
Smallpox  Vaccine  alone  or  in  Measlcs- 
Stanallpox  Vaccine,  Live.  While  both  tests 
are  generally  satisfactory  for  accurately 
determining  the  small -ox  potency  of  the 
vaccines,  the  “rabbit  scarifleation” 
method  is  more  costly  to  perform,  is  less 
precise,  and  the  evaluation  of  tests  re¬ 
sults  often  requires  subjective  interpre¬ 
tation.  AdditionaUy,  the  overgrowth  of 
hair  or  unexpected  reactions  in  any  of 
the  rabbits  during  testing  may  preclude 
statistical  analysis  of  results  and  require 
that  the  test  be  repeated. 

Accordingly,  to  promote  uniformity  of 
testing  for  smallpox  potency  of  Smallpox 
Vaccine  and  Measles-Smallpox  Vaccine, 
Live,  the  Commissioner  proposes  that 
S  630.73(a)  authorizing  the  use  of  the 
“rabbit  scarification”  method  and  refer¬ 
ences  thereto  in  S  630.84(c)  be  deleted. 
As  a  result,  smallpox  potency  of  the  vac¬ 
cines  will  be  determined  only  by  the 
“pock  count”  method.  Consistent  with 
the  proposal  to  delete  1  630.73(a),  the 
Commissioner  proposes  to  amend 
§  630.70(b)  by  replacing  the  phrase 
"shall  be  dcrmatropic  according  to  the 
test  prescribed  in  S  630.73(a)”  with  the 
phrase  “shall  be  dermatropic  when  tested 
by  a  rabbit  scarification  procedure  avail¬ 
able  upon  request  from  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  Biologies.” 

In  addition,  the  Commissioner  has  re¬ 
viewed  the  putlished  data  on  the  rela¬ 
tionship  of  tho  volume  of  inoculum  of 
vaccine  used  in  the  “pock  count”  method 
and  the  resultant  number  of  lesions  on 
the  egg  membrane.  The  data  indicate 
that  an  inoculum  of  0.1  milliUter  will 
con:istently  produce  a  greater  number  of 
lesions  than  the  0.2  milliliter  inoculum 
which  is  presently  required  in  paragraph 
(b)  (2)  of  §  630.73.  The  results  of  the 
putlished  data  have  been  confirmed  in 
studies  conducted  by  the  Bureau  of 
Biologies,  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

Accordingly,  to  promote  accuracy  and 
increased  sensitivity  in  the  testing  for 
smallpox  potency  of  Smallpox  Vaccine 
and  Measles-Smallpox  Vaccine,  Live,  the 
Commissioner  proposes  that  paragraph 
(b)  (2)  of  S  630.73  be  amended  to  reduce 
the  prescribed  volume  of  inoculum  from 
0.2  mUliliter  to  0.1  mUliliter. 

Finally,  a  manufacturer  has  suggested 
that  the  separate  tests  prescribed  in 
S  630.74  (a)  and  (b)  (21  CFR  630.74  (a) 
and  (b))  for  determining  the  presence 
of  C.  tetani  and  other  anaerobes,  respec¬ 
tively,  be  permitted  to  be  perforiyed 
simultaneously  using  the  same  animals, 
so  as  to  reduce  time,  the  number  of  ani¬ 
mals  used,  and  costs  for  such  testing. 
The  Commissioner  finds  this  suggestion 
acceptable  provided  that  the  most 
stringent  requirements  of  each  method 
are  incorporated  into  the  combined 
method.  With  these  assurances  the  ac¬ 
curacy  and  sensitivity  obtained  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  presence  of  the  bacteria  by 
separate  tests  will  not  be  compromiseiL 


Accordingly,  the  Commissioner  pro¬ 
poses  that  the  regulation  be  amended  to 
combine  both  methods  into  a  single  pro¬ 
cedure  under  the  heading  "Anaerobes” 
in  §  630.74(a). 

Pertinent  background  data  and  infor¬ 
mation  on  which  the  Commissioner  re¬ 
lies  in  proposing  this  regulation  are  on 
public  display  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Cl^rk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  23852. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Public  Health  Service  Act  (sec.  351, 
58  St  t.  702  as  amended;  42  U.8.C.  262) 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  him 
(21  CFR  2.120),  the  Commissioner  pro¬ 
poses  that  Part  630  be  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  In  §  630.70  by  revising  paragraph 
(b)  to  read  as  follows; 

§  630.70  Smallpox  vaccine. 

*  •  *  •  * 

(b)  Strains  of  virus.  The  strain  of  seed 
virus  used  in  the  manufacture  of  Small¬ 
pox  Vaccine  shall  be  identified  by  his¬ 
torical  records  including  origin  rnd 
manipulation,  shall  be  sterile  when 
tested  by  the  procedure  prescribed  in 
§  610.12  of  this  chapter,  and  shall  be  der¬ 
matropic  when  tested  by  a  rabbit  scari¬ 
fication  procedure  available  upon  request 
from  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Blol''glcs. 
In  addition,  any  new  strain  shall  be 
shown  not  to  produce  a  reactivity  in  man 
exceeding  that  produced  by  the  Refer-' 
ence  Smallnox  Vaccine.  *, 

2.  In  §  630.73  by  revising  the  introduc¬ 
tory  paragra»*h,  revoking  and  reserving 
paraoraph  (a),  and  revising  paragraph 
(b)(2)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  630.73  Potency  test. 

Each  filling  of  Smallpox  Vaccine  sh-'ll 
be  tested  for  potency  by  the  “pock  count” 
method  as  follows: 

(a)  [Reserved] 

(b)  •  •  • 

(2)  Inoculation  of  emhryonated  chicken 
eggs.  The  chorioallantoic  membranes 
of  each  of  at  least  five  embryonated 
chicken  eggs  shidl  be  Inoculated  with 
0.1  milliliter  for  each  virus  dilution  of 
both  the  test  vaccine  and  the  reference 
vaccine,  after  which  the  eggs  shall  be 
incubated  at  37*  C  for  48  hours. 

•  •  •  •  • 

3.  In  §  630.74  by  revising  paragraph 
(a)  and  revoking  and  reserving  para¬ 
graph  (b)  as  follows: 

(a)  Anaerobes.  A  10-mlllillter  sample 
representative  of  the  homogenized  viral 
harvest  or  pool  of  several  viral  harvests 
shall  be  tested  for  the  presence  of  anaer¬ 
obes  in  the  following  manner;  Prior  to 
the  addition  of  preservatives  other  than 
plycerin,  the  test  sample  shall  be  inocu¬ 
lated  into  freshly  heated  Fluid  Thlogly- 
c Dilate  Medium  or  Smith  fermentation 
tubes  containing  freshly  heated  Thiogly- 
collate  Broth  Medium  using  a  ratio  of 
inoculum  to  culture  medium  sufficient  for 
optimal  bacteriol  growth.  The  test  vessels 
shall  be  incubated  at  35*  to  37*  C  and  ob¬ 
served  daily  for  10  days  for  evidence  of 
bacterial  growth.  Within  24  to  48  hours  of 
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an  indication  that  there  may  be  anaer¬ 
obic  growth,  1.0-milllllter  samples  from 
each  vessel  showing  growth  shall  be  inoc¬ 
ulated  subcutaneously  into  each  of  at 
least  three  mice  weighing  not  more  than 
2)  grams  each,  and  into  each  of  three 
guinea  pigs  weighing  not  more  than  350 
grams  each.  The  animals  shall  be  ob¬ 
served  daily  for  6  days  for  signs  of 
tetanus  or  presence  of  other  anaerobes. 
If  the  animals  show  no  signs  of  tetanus 
cr  presence  of  other  anaerobes,  addi¬ 
tional  groups  of  the  same  types  and  num¬ 
bers  of  animals  shall  be  injected  9  days 
after  the  original  planting  with  l.O-milll- 
llter  samples  from  each  test  vessel  show¬ 
ing  growth.  The  animals  shall  be  ob¬ 
served  daily  for  6  days  for  signs  of  teta¬ 
nus  or  presence  of  other  anaerobes.  If 
any  animals  die  within  3  days  without 
having  shown  signs  of  tetanus  or  pres¬ 
ence  of  other  anaerobes,  the  test  shaU 
be  repeated  within  18  hours  of  the  deaths, 
with  0.1 -milliliter  samples  of  the  culture 
from  which  that  animal  was  inoculated. 
Samples  from  the  culture  shall  be  in¬ 
jected  into  each  of  three  additional  test 
animals  of  the  same  species  and  the  ani¬ 
mals  observed  daily  for  6  days.  If  there 
is  any  evidence  of  the  presence  of  patho¬ 
genic  anaerobes,  the  viral  harvest  may 
not  be  used  in  the  manufacture  of  Small¬ 
pox  Vaccine. 

(b)  [Reserved] 

•  *  *  •  * 

4.  In  S  630.84  by  revising  paragraph 
(c)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  630.84  Potency  tests. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Heated  vaccine.  Samples  of  dried 
vaccine  from  final  containers  shall  be 
taken  at  random  and  tested  as  prescribed 
in,  and  shall  meet  the  potency  require¬ 
ments  of,  §  630.73(b)  (4)  (iv). 

Interested  persons  may,*  on  or  before 
April  14.  1975,  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20852,  written  comments  (preferably 
In  Quintuplicate)  regarding  this  proposal. 
Received  comments  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  oflOice  during  working  hours,  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday. 

Dated:  March  10, 1975. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.75-(r737  PUed  3-13-7S;8:46  am] 


Office  of  Education 
[45CFRPartl26] 

SUPPLEMENTARY  EDUCATIONAL  CEN¬ 
TERS  AND  SERVICES  SPECIAL  PRO¬ 
GRAMS  AND  PROJECTS 

Proposed  Funding  Criteria  for  Fiscal  Year 
1975 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
In  Title  m  of  the  Elementary  and  Sec¬ 
ondary  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended  (20  U.S.C.  841  et  seq.) ,  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  the  Commissioner 
of  Education,  with  the  approval  of  the 


Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  proposes  to  establish  funding 
criteria  set  forth  in  the  Appendix  below 
for  Fiscal  Year  1975  applications  for 
grants  under  section  306  of  Title  HI  of 
the  Elementary  and  Secondary  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1965,  as  amended  (20  U.S.C. 
844b). 

Program  purpose.  The  Commissioner 
is  authorized  to  make  grants  to  a  local 
educational  agency  or  agencies  in  a  State 
from  the  amount  allotted,  but  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Commissioner  not  to  be 
required  for  that  or  another  State  under 
Title  m,  ESEA.  These  grants  may  be 
made  for  projects  which  make  “a  sub¬ 
stantial  contribution  to  the  solution  of 
critical  educational  problems  common  to 
all  or  several  States,”  and  have  one  or 
more  of  the  following  purposes:  (a) 
Planning  for  and  taking  other  steps  lead¬ 
ing  to  the  development  of  programs  de¬ 
signed  to:  EstablLsh  or  expend  exem¬ 
plary  and  innovative  educational  pro¬ 
grams  which  will  stimulate  the  adoption 
of  such  progrrams  in  the  schools  of  the 
State;  or  establish,  maintain,  operate  or 
expand  programs  designed  to  enrich  the 
programs  of  local  elementary  and  sec¬ 
ondary  schools  and  to  offer  a  diverse 
range  of  educational  experience  to  stu¬ 
dents  of  varying  talents  and  needs  by 
providing  supplementary  services  and  ac¬ 
tivities,  especially  through  new  and  im¬ 
proved  approaches;  and  (b)  testing  stu¬ 
dents  and  improving  gruidance  and  coun¬ 
seling  services  in  the  public  and  private 
elementary  and  secondary  schools  and  in 
Jxmior  colleges  and  technical  institutes 
in  the  State. 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  regarding  the  proposed  fund¬ 
ing  criteria  to  the  Director,  ESEA.  Title 
m.  Section  306,  Room  3616,  Regional 
OflBce  Building  Three  (ROB  3),  7th  and 
D  Streets.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 
Comments  and  suggestions  or  objections 
submitted  in  writing  will  be  available 
for  review  in  the  above  ofiftce  between 
the  hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday  of  each  we^. 

All  relevant  material  must  be  received 
on  or  before  Anril  14.  1975,  imless  such 
30th  dav  is  a  Saturday,  Sunday  or  Fed¬ 
eral  holiday,  in  which  case  such  material 
must  be  received  by  the  next  following 
business  day. 

Dated:  February  16,  1975. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

V.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

Approved:  March  10, 1975. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 

Secretary  of  Health, 
Education.und  Welfare. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.516,  Special  Programs  and 
Projects  of  the  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education  Act  of  1965,  as  amended.  Title  m. 
Sec.  306) 

Appendix 

I.  Types  of  applications.  A.  Many  innova¬ 
tive  approaches  contributing  to  the  solution 
to  national  education  problems  have  been  de¬ 
veloped  in  past  years  with  Title  m  funds  and 


other  monies.  Emphasis  for  Section  306 
grants  for  Fiscal  Tear  1975  has  been  placed 
on  the  dissemination  and  diffusion  of  suc¬ 
cessful  educational  programs  and  practices 
in  areas  of  national  concern.  Therefore,  ap¬ 
plications  for  the  following  three  types  of 
projects  wUl  be  given  priority  in  the  award 
of  grants: 

1.  Developer-Demonstration  Profects.  Proj¬ 
ects  in  which  a  local  educational  agency  that 
has  successfully  Implemented  an  exemplary 
approach  to  the  solution  cf  an  educational 
problem  common  to  all  or  several  States 
undertakes  to  aid  other  local  educational 
agencies  (through  such  activities  as  training 
and  dissemination  activities)  in  adopting 
that  approach.  Of  particular  interest  are 
projects  which  have  successfully  imple¬ 
mented  preschool  programs  which  serve  the 
needs  of  parents  and  other  persons  relating 
to  preschool  children. 

2.  Statewide  Facilitator  Projects.  Projects 
In  which  a  local  educational  agency  in  co¬ 
operation  with  the  State  educational  agency 
assists  other  local  educational  agencies 
within  its  own  State  to  find  an  appropriate 
Developer-Demonstration  program  selected 
under  category  I.A.l.  above  and  F.  below  to 
meet  their  educational  needs. 

3.  Replication  of  Profects  Validated  by 
Office  of  Education.  Projects  in  which  a  local 
educatloral  agency  having  large  numbers  or 
proportions  of  children  with  deficiencies  in 
reading  and  mathematics  undertakes  to  rep¬ 
licate  compensatory  education  programs 
"Project  Information  PacHiages”  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  PIPs)  which  have  been  vali¬ 
dated  by  the  Office  of  Education  and  which 
are  appropriate  to  the  demonstrated  needs  of 
the  district. 

B.  The  Commissioner  has  also  assigned 
priority  to  helping  the  schools  assume  a  sub¬ 
stantially  new  role  in  assisting  parents  and 
parenting  persons,  such  as  day  care  center 
and  nurssry  school  workers,  babysitters,  and 
other  persons  having  direct  contact  with 
young  children,  to  respond  more  effectively 
to  the  needs  and  potential  of  young  children. 
Applications  are  sought  for  the  establishment 
in  school  districts  of  early  childhood  outreach 
programs  which  extend  school  services  to  the 
community  and  home. 

C.  The  Commissioner  has  also  recognized 
the  fact  that  many  local  school  district  ad¬ 
ministrators  are  requesting  training  in  the 
application  of  performance-based  manage¬ 
ment  techniques  to  assure  optimal  use  of 
limited  resources  to  meet  the  most  critical 
educational  needs  of  their  schools.  Applica¬ 
tions  may  therefore  be  made  for  support  of 
short  term  training  programs  in  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  performance-based  manage¬ 
ment  approaches  such  as  Management  By 
Objectives  (MBO).  Applicants  may  choose 
from  among  a  number  of  already  developed 
performance-based  training  approaches  listed 
by  the  funding  agency,  or  they  may  select 
another  already  developed  program. 

D.  In  addition,  educational  problems  asso¬ 
ciated  with  child  abuse  and  neglect  have  been 
Identified  as  a  national  educational  problem. 
Therefore,  priority  will  also  be  given  to  appli¬ 
cations  for  projects  in  which  a  local  educa¬ 
tional  agency  implements  a  comprehensive 
demonstration  program  to  provide  more  ef¬ 
fective  educational  services  to  victims  of 
child  abuse  and  neglect  enrolled  in  elemen¬ 
tary  and  secondary  schools. 

E.  Pursuant  to  section  3()6(b)  of  the  Act, 
grants  will  be  made  to  local  educational 
agencies  to  develop,  implement  or  aid  in  the 
adoption  of  programs  designed  to  meet  the 
special  educational  needs  of  handicapped 
children.  Priority  will  be  given  to  projects 
holding  promise  of  having  a  favorable  early 
Impact  upon  the  education  of  handicapped 
children. 
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F.  'nie  Commialcmer  1i  «!■>  Irttermtea  In 
special  programs  Cor  tte  tearHitrig  of  rtant- 
ard  mathenuiCles  -In  -sdndto  Vttli  Sargs  atom* 
Pers  of  ebXtOrvn.  srtth  assert  (MBoleactea  In 
matawmatlcs  throng  tnatructtsp  in  afl- 
vanoed  matliemstics  t/j  gmufled  Instructors 
ettli  bachSlar  degrsea  or  Sboee  la  matte- 
matlcs  or  the  mathematical  adsnces  or 
equivalent  experlencs.  AppOlcalftons  nui7  he 
sxfbmltted  Tor  a  Developer-Demonatratlon 
Project  fsee  IJLl)  with  Thla  prt^cam  locus 
or  lor  a  one-jear  careful  replication  and 
evaluation  cf  an  already  developed  program. 

(SO  XJBC.  Ml.  MS<1>).  M4.  Mtir.  B.  *ep.  Mo. 
6S4.  Blat  taoi«..  9d  Seae.  Sf-«l 

n.  General  criteria  for  the  aelectUm  of  op- 
pUcatUma.  General  program  czltezla  ware 
published  In  the  FaDcaai.  Ragism  on  Auguat 
13, 1974,  at  39  FR  2900Q.  as  part  ol  the  notice 
of  propoaed  rule  malrlag  Vhaa  xapahllahed 
in  final  lorm.  these  cziterta  adll  become  effae- 
tive.  Additionally,  review  orlteila  lound  In 
45  CFB  100aA6(b)  (38  FB  30854.  pubUahad 
November  6,  1973)  are  applicable  to  grants 
made  under  this  program. 

(20  TTB.C.  e4S(b) ,  M4,  844h) 

in.  Additional  ortteria  far  each  type  of 
application.  Ihe  loUosrlng  crltazla  will  he 
'used  in  Judging  the  apeoific  type  of  project 
application  Indicated : 

A.  Developer-Denumetration  Profectt.  Ac¬ 
tivities  supportable  with  project  funds  will 
Include  the  develoiunent  and  dissemination 
of  a  varied  of  Infcnni^on  packages  about 
the  exemplary  approach  being  demonstrated, 
the  refinement  of  training  materials  for  use 
with  school  districts  planning  to  adopt  the 
approach,  the  malntenanoe  of  a  small  staff 
to  provide  training  to  potential  adoptera  at 
the  development  site  soul  Mndted  technical 
assistance  at  adapted  sites,  and  other  ac¬ 
tivities  clesily  related  to  the  demonstratlosi 
nature  of  the  project.  School  districts  mtist 
agree  to  cover  the  operaitloiiai  costs  of  the 
project  as  it  serves  lo^  sohocfl  children  arlth 
State  and  local  funds.  The  developer-demon¬ 
stration  project  wHl  not  cover  these  opera¬ 
tional  costs. 

1.  The  approach  to  he  demonstrated  will 
be  Judged  by  Ita  degree  of  eaemplarlness  as 
characterlEed  by: 

a.  The  extent  to  which  the  project  con- 
stltutss  a  comprehensive  means  of  meeting 
a  critical  national  educational  need  or  a 
problem  common  to  ell  or  several  States: 

b.  The  extent  of  the  avallatalltty  of  the 
components  required  to  Implement  the  ap¬ 
proach,  Including  material  prsducts,  train- 
trig,  detailed  documentation  regarding  needs 
addressed,  tsrget  population  characteristics, 
staffing.  Institutional  setting,  parent  and. 
community  involvemeBt,  nhJesttvuB,  pro¬ 
cedures  and  activities,  evaluation  desl^  and 
outcomes,  and  costa; 

c.  The  extent  to  which  a  wtda  range  cf 
school  districts  would  find  the  miproach 
practicable  for  adoption  relative  to  Instruc¬ 
tional  methodology.,  msteilala.  equhiment. 
and  facilities,  managemeift  sChedtaing.  and 
aaeessment; 

d.  The  degree  of  InnovaUvenam  x(  the  ap- 
proaidi;  and 

e.  Availability  of  statistically  stgnlfioant 
evidence  that  In  atdsaSt  two  pievlouB  Inqple- 
mentations  of  the  approach  with  oomparable 
groups  (either  In  the  same  year  or  two  suc¬ 
ceeding  years),  the  approach  has  demon¬ 
strated  a  hl^  degree  of  sneaeae  in  the 
achievement  of  tta  major  jOhJeCtlvae. 

X  The  project  wUI  aiao  he  Judged  by  the 
CKtent  to  which  the  i^plloatlon  eeU  forth 
prooedurea  for: 

a.  mssemlnating  information  dbout  the 
approach  In  a  variety  of  ways  and  levels  of 
specificity: 
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h.  MSfchig  readily  available  matertal  prod- 
eMMa  to  pWfeeuMal  wdopten;  sasd 
e.  fkosifliTig  them  w«th  tndnlng  and  other 
of  iwrtmlrM  nsslstufire  mqifired  to 
in^ptement  the  ^g>rQaeh  la  a  new  iooatioti. 

J8.  dtatemlde  faeUttator  profeate.  A  state¬ 
wide  faollltator  wUl  be  f urntfiied  with  a  list 
of  and  Information  about  exemplary  ap¬ 
proaches  selected  under  lA.l.  above  and  H 
below  (DerHoper-Dcmonstratlon  Frojects) 
t>y  the  Office  of  Education.  The  facilitator 
srUl  then  assist  local  educational  agendea  In 
Its  own  State  to  aelect  programs  for  repUca- 
tlon  from  among  the  sdected  devolaper-dem- 
onatrat.lon  an>raaches,  as  follows: 

1.  Funds  will  be  made  available  to  sup¬ 
port  a  small  core  staff  who  will  perform  a 
variety  of  activities  such  as: 

a.  Providing  detailed  Information  about 
the  available  demonstration  approaches  se¬ 
lected  to  Interested  school  districts  within 
the  State: 

b.  Assisting  local  school  districts  to  match 
needs  with  the  most  appropriate  developer- 
demonstration  approach;  and 

c.  Implementing  the  project  with  a  small 
experienced  staff  who  will  seek  to  promote 
actual  adoption  within  their  State  of  the 
exemplary  approaches  before  the  end  of  the 
1975-76  school  year  or  at  the  beginning  of 
the  next  school  year. 

C.  Replication  of  Projects  VaUdated  by  the 
Office  of  Education.  The  Offioe  of  Education 
has  Identified  six  exemplary  compensatory 
education  programs  "Project  Information 
Packages"  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  PIPs) 
which  have  been  validated.  Local  educa¬ 
tional  agencies  which  have  had  applications 
approved  under  this  category  will  replicate 
at  least  one  such  program  consistent  with 
local  educational  needs  as  determined  by  the 
Office  of  Education. 

1.  Grant  funds  will  provide  support  for  a 
full-time  project  director  with  support  serv¬ 
ices,  technical  assistance  from  districts  and 
persons  Involved  In  the  development  and 
implementation  of  the  successful  approach, 
materials  and  supplies  referenced  or  Included 
in  the  PIP,  and  for  a  locally  designed 
evaluation. 

2.  The  following  criteria  will  be  used  to 
aelect  applicants  who  will  replicate  a  PIP 
approach : 

a.  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant  local 
educational  agency  provides  evidence  that 
It  has  a  high  concentration  of  students  with 
severe  deficiencies  in  reading  or  mathe- 
matlos: 

b.  The  extent  to  which  the  dlstrlat  can 
provide  the  necessary  human  and  material 
lesources  using  State  and  local  funds  to  im¬ 
plement  an  exemplary  program:  and 

c.  The  extent  to  which  the  appllcatlan  sets 
forth  a  cohesive  plan  to  initiate  evaluation 
on  the  effect.  Implementation,  and  design 
of  the  PIPs.  The  evaluation  Xhould  Include 
establishment  by  the  applicant  district  of 
two  oomparlBon  groups,  one  of  which  would 
serve  me  Ute  experimental  group  using  test¬ 
ing,  Interviews,  questionnaires,  and  continu¬ 
ous  classroom  monitoring. 

D.  Early  Childhood  Ontreeoh  Projects. 
School  districts  may  apply  for  support  to 
implement  a  new  pr^c^ool  effort  designed 
to  help  parents  and  parenting  persons  pro¬ 
vide  more  effectively  for  the  early  education 
of  children  In  the  home,  day  care  oenteca,  or 
elsewhere. 

1.  Grant  fuiuis  will  be  made  available  to 
support  a  full-time  project  director  with 
credentials  and  experience  In  early  child¬ 
hood  educatlon/chlM  development  and  par¬ 
ent  Involvement  and  education;  eecratarlal 
aaslataace:  local  travel;  and  llbrair  ateoureea, 
auch  aa  printed  and  audlovlBnal  matmrlals 
and  toys:  and  program  eaaluatton. 

2.  The  criteria  used  to  review  these  sppll- 
catlcms  are  as  follows: 


a.  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant  local 
■edtRatlonal  agency  provides  evtOenoe  at  the 
need  for  «n  early  chttdbeod  outreach  pro¬ 
gram; 

b.  Ttae  extent  to  which  the  appUcant  pro- 
vldu  evidence  Indicating  eommunitg  inter¬ 
est  In  early  childhood  education: 

c.  The  extent  to  which  the  {Sre^Ktaed  m:- 
tlvity  builds  upon  earlier  preschool  initiatives 
on  the  part  of  the  applicant  district; 

d.  The  extent  to  which  the  district  adll 
snake  available  facilities  and  resources  to 
accommodate  the  program  and  can  demon¬ 
strate  past  commitment  to  opening  aohool 
facilities  to  various  community  actlTlties; 

e.  The  extent  to  which  the  prppoaed  Out¬ 
reach  program  includes  carefully  defined 
goals  and  specific  activities  to  meet  the  goals 
which  respond  to  the  varied  preschool  needs 
Identified;  and 

f.  The  extent  to  which  the  propoeed  pro¬ 
gram  Includes  a  plan  for  coordinating  activ¬ 
ities  and  swloes  with  those  of  other  local 
Institutions  and  organlzationa  serving  fam¬ 
ilies  with  young  children. 

E.  Child  Abuse  and  Ifeglect  Projects. 
School  districts  may  apply  fw  support  to  Im¬ 
plement  a  comprehensive  program  which  will 
prepare'teachers  to: 

1.  Identify  children  who  are  vtctlma  wf 
child  ab\ue  and  neglect; 

2.  Make  proper  referral  of  these  ohllitaen 
to  other  Individuals  or  agencies  for  help;  and 

8.  Work  more  effectively  with  such  children 
In  their  classrooms  and  with  the  children's 
parents. 

The  criteria  used  to  review  these  applica¬ 
tions  are  as  follows: 

1.  The  extent  to  which  the  critical  nature 
of  the  child  abuse  and  neglect  problem  to 
be  attacked  by  the  project  Is  supported  by 
specific  data  collected  systematically  In  the 
local  school  district; 

2.  The  extent  to  which  the  proposed  proj¬ 
ect  builds  upon  local  experiences  In  attempt¬ 
ing  to  prepare  teachers  to  identify  and  pro¬ 
vide  appropriate  services  to  victims  of  child 
abuse  and  neglect  enrolled  In  their  class¬ 
room: 

3.  The  extent  to  which  the  project  repre¬ 
sents  an  Innovative,  comprehensive  strategy 
for  enabling  the  schools  to  contribute  ef¬ 
fectively  to  reducing  the  incidence  and  effects 
of  child  abuse  and  neglect:  and 

4.  The  extent  to  which  the  application 
reflects  a  knowledge  of  State  and  local  laws 
vrhlch  affect  the  school's  rCle  in  coping  with 
child  abuse  end  neglect. 

r.  Projects  Aidhui  Handicapped  Children. 
Projects  will  be  Judged  by  the  eaane  crltsrta 
as  the  Developer-Demonstration  Projects  as 
described  under  IIIA.l.  above.  In  addition, 
priority  will  be  given  local  eChool  districts 
which  apply  for  funds  for  one-year  develop¬ 
mental  projects  which  hold  promise  of  hav¬ 
ing  a  favorable  early  Impact  upon  the 
education  of  handicapped  children  In  the 
following  areas  of  focus:  Baily  childhood 
education,  education  of  the  severely  handi¬ 
capped  (severely  emotionally  dlstiurbed — 
schizophrenic  asid  autistic,  profoundly  and 
severely  mentally  retarded,  tboee  having  two 
or  more  serious  handicapping  conditions — 
mentally  retarded-desf  and  mentally  ta- 
tarded-bliad.  etc.),  ixweer  education,  and 
questions  involving  the  plsoeiaent  of  handi¬ 
capped  children  In  the  regpUar  classroom. 
These  projects  may  he  new  eHorts  or  may 
represent  a  development  of  an  operating 
program. 

G.  Projects  to  Prsln  Loral  School  Adminis- 
tratore  ia  fVi  for ssawce-Bcsed  Mortmyement 
Approaches.  DIstiletB  may  apffty  tor  support 
to  conduct  a  rikort  term  training  prageam 
to  enaUe  local  school  afiiiilnlalrntnrs  to  ef¬ 
fectively  implement  perfermwnne  ibsoed  man¬ 
agement  approaches  such  as  Management  by 
Objectives.  Applicant  districts  may  choose 
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from  »  number  of  training  programs  Identi¬ 
fied  by  the  funding  agency  or  nuty  request 
funds  to  Implement  another  performance- 
based  management  approach  training  pro¬ 
gram  of  their  own  selection.  In  the  latter 
case  a  fviU  description  of  the  training  pro¬ 
gram,  as  well  as  evidence  that  the  program 
has  been  Judged  effective  In  earlier  tests, 
must  be  Included  with  the  application. 

1.  Grant  funds  will  support  the  Instruc¬ 
tional  fees,  travel,  and  per  diem  of  the 
trainers;  materials  and  supplies  associated 
with  the  training;  local  travel  and  per  diem 
of  trainees  If  necessary;  and  an  evaluation  of 
the  effectiveness  of  the  training. 

2.  The  criteria  xised  to  review  these  appli¬ 
cations  are  as  follows: 

a.  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant  dis¬ 
trict  provides  evidence  of  consensus  among 
local  school  administrators  from  the  School 
Principals  to  the  Superintendent  for  the 
need  for  training  In  the  implementation  of 
a  performance -based  management  approach. 

b.  The  extent  to  which  the  local  educa¬ 
tional  agency  presents  a  concise  statement 
of  the  problems  which  It  believes  can  be  re¬ 
solved  through  use  of  the  approach  selected. 

c.  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant  pro¬ 
vides  evidence  of  a  long-term  concern  about 
improved  local  school  management;  and 

d.  The  extent  to  which  the  district  com¬ 
mits  Itself  to  Implementing  the  management 
approach  dlstiict-wide  for  a  minimum  of  a 
full  school  year  following  the  training. 

H.  Projects  to  difjxue  or  to  field  test 
mathematics  programs  taught  by  mathe¬ 
matics  specialists,  l.  School  districts  may 
apply  for  support  to  help  other  school  dis¬ 
tricts  adopt  an  exemplary  program  Involving 
mathematics  specialists  In  the  teaching  of 
standard  mathematics  through  advanced 
mathematics  Instruction  In  schools  with 
large  numbers  of  children  with  severe  de¬ 
ficiencies  In  mathematics.  Criteria  to  be  used 
In  the  review  of  such  applications  are  found 
In  ni.A. 

Developer-Demonstration  Projects.  2. 
School  districts  may  also  apply  to  replicate 
and  evaluate  an  already  developed  mathe¬ 
matics  program  with  the  same  charac¬ 
teristics. 

a.  Grant,  funds  for  the  replication  and 
evaluation  project  will  be  made  available 
for  a  full-time  project  director,  secretarial 
assistance,  the  Instructional  services  of 
mathematics  specialists,  program  evaluation, 
local  travel,  consultant  services  and  materials 
and  supplies. 

b.  The  criteria  used  to  review  these  appli¬ 
cations  are  as  follows: 

I.  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant  local 
school  district  provides  evidence  that  It  has 
a  high  concentration  of  students  with  severe 
deficiencies  In  mathematics; 

II.  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant  dis¬ 
trict  provides  a  detailed  description  of  the 
program  proposed  for  Implementation,  In¬ 
cluding  Its  rationale,  objectives,  activities, 
staff  requirements,  material  requirements, 
and  previous  evaluation  findings; 

III.  The  extent  to  which  the  local  educa¬ 
tional  agency  provides  evidence  of  earlier 
attempts  to  solve  the  local  mathematics 
achievement  problems  and  presents  strong 
reasons  for  greater  expectations  for  success 
from  the  proposed  program; 

Iv.  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant  dis¬ 
trict  provides  evidence  of  Its  Intent  and 
capability  to  continue  the  pregram  with 
State  and  local  funds  If  It  proves  succeilltful 
locally;  and 

V.  The  extent  to  which  the  application  sets 
forth  a  cohesive  plan  to  evaluate  the  effects 
and  Implementation  of  the  jaew  program. 
The  evaluation  should  Include  (a)  establish¬ 
ment  by  the  applicant  district  of  two  com- 
partson  groups,  one  of  which  would  serve 
as  the  experimental  group,  (b)  valid  and 


reliable  data  collection  Instruments,  and  (c) 
appropriate  data  analysis  techniques. 

IV.  Priority  Order  for  Selecting  Projects. 
Applications  meeting  the  “general  criteria” 
(See  n  above)  and  the  “additional  criteria” 
(See  m  above)  will  be  selected  for  funding 
according  to  the  following  priority  order: 

A.  Currently  funded  Developer-Demon- 
'  Stratton  Projects,  Statewide  Facilitator  Proj¬ 
ects,  “Project  Information  Package”  Replica¬ 
tion  Projects,  and  Child  Abuse  and  Neglect 
Projects  which  have  performed  satisfactorily 
during  the  past  year. 

B.  Projects  which  In  addition  to  projects 
under  A  are  necessary  to  meet  the  legislative 
set-aside  for  the  education  of  handicapped 
children. 

C.  New  Projects  in  each  of  the  following 
areas: 

1.  Developer  Demonstrator  projects  in 

home-based  preschool  education  and  projects 
which  provide  early  childhood  outreach  pro¬ 
grams.  ^ 

2.  Projects  which  provide  short-term  train¬ 
ing  programs  for  local  school  administrators 
to  assist  them  in  Implementing  performance- 
based  management  approaches  such  as  Man¬ 
agement  by  Objectives. 

3.  Developer-Demonstration  and  replica¬ 
tion  projects  which  provide  for  mathematics 
programs  taught  by  mathematics  specialists. 

4.  State  Pacllltatcr  Projects. 

5.  New  Developer-Demonstration  Projects. 

The  Ccmmlo.sioner  will  use  his  discretion, 

conolstent  with  the  overall  merit  of  the 
proposals  submitted  and  each  State’s  allot¬ 
ment,  to  determine  the  number  of  projects 
and  the  amounts  of  money  to  be  used  In 
each  of  these  areas. 

(20  U.S.C.  8<3fb),  844,  844b;  S.  Rep.  No.  634, 
91st  Cong.,  2d  Seas.  27-28  (1970) ) 

(FR  Doc.75-8758  Filed  3-13-75; 8: 45  am) 


Public  Health  Service 
[42CFRPart71] 

NONHUMAN  PRIMATES 
Proposed  Restrictions  on  Importation 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the 
Assistant  Secret^^ry  for  Health  of  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Wrffare,  with  the  apnroval  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare.  proposes  to  amend  Sul^art  J,  of 
Part  71,  Title  42,  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  by  deleting  all  requirements  in 
is  71.154  and  71.155  related  to  non¬ 
human  primates  (therein  referred  to  as 
monkeys)  a^d  by  establishing  a  new 
Subpart  J-3,  Importation  of  Nonhuman 
Primates,  as  set  forth  below,  in  order  to 
(1)  provide  a  general  prohibition  on  the 
importation  of  nonhuman  primates  ex¬ 
cept  for  bona  fide  scientific  or  education¬ 
al  purposes  or*  for  exhibition  and  (2) 
provide  mandatory  disease  surveillance 
a'^d  control  prbeedures  for  nonhuman 
primates  imported  under  the  provisions 
of  this  regulation. 

Each  year,  approximately  75,000- 
100,000  nonhuman  primates  are  im¬ 
ported  into  the  United  States.  It  is  esti¬ 
mated  that  half  of  these  animals  are 
imported  for  scientific  purposes,  about 
half  for  sale  as  pets,  and  a  few  for 
exhibition. 

Because  nonhuman  primates  are 
closely  related  phylogenetlcally  to  man. 
these  animals  have  proven  to  be  uniquely 
useful  in  scientific  studies  of  many 
hiunan  diseases.  For  the  same  reason. 


they  are  susceptible  to  and  transmit 
many  organisms  that  are  knovni  to  be 
pathogenic  for  hiunans.  In  addition, 
nonhuman  primates  have  diseases  to 
which  hiunans  are  not  ordinarily  ex¬ 
posed  in  nature.  Some  of  these  infections 
may  have  serious  consequences  for  the 
health  of  persons  exposed  to  these  ani¬ 
mals  in  captivity. 

Investigations  have  shown  that  non¬ 
human  primates  are  a  significant  source 
and  reservoir  of  infectious  diseases  af¬ 
fecting  humans.  In  the  United  States, 
human  infections  documented  as  being 
acquired  from  nonhuman  primates  in¬ 
clude  hepatitis,  tuberculosis,  monkey  B 
virus  infections,  shigellosis,  salmonello¬ 
sis,  Yaba-like  disease,  superficial  my¬ 
coses,  and  parasitic  infections.  In  addl- 
dition  to  the  above  corditions,  infections 
acquired  from  nonhuman  primates  in 
other  countries  include  but  are  not 
limited  to  Marburg  disease,  Kyasanur 
Forest  disease,  monkeypox,  yellow 
fever,  rabies,  and  malaria.  Many  of  the 
reported  i'fections  have  been  clinically 
severe,  and  a  number  have  resulted  in 
death  or  long-term  disability. 

Data  indicate  that  the  rate  of  tuber¬ 
culin  conversion  from  negative  to  posi¬ 
tive  is  27  times  higher  for  laboratory 
workers  exposed  to  monkeys  than  for  the 
general  population  and  that  viral  hepa¬ 
titis  attack  rates  are  similarly  different. 

Niunerous  studies  of  nonhuman  pri¬ 
mates  in  the  countries  of  origin,  at  the 
time  of  imnortatl^n,  and  at  various  pe¬ 
riods  of  time  after  importation  have 
demonstrated  that  they  are  frequently 
carriers  of  a  wide  variety  of  infectious 
agents  potentially  transmissible  to  hu¬ 
mans.  Considering  the  numerous  infec¬ 
tious  agents  involved  and  the  imavail- 
ability  of  reliable  screening  procedures 
for  these  agents,  it  is  impossible  to  de¬ 
velop  a  testing  program  for  nonhuman 
primates  that  would  provide  reasonable 
assurance  of  freedom  from  infectious 
diseases  transmissible  to  man. 

The  fact  that  freedom  from  infectious 
diseases  ccunmunicable  to  man  cannot  be 
assured  in  nonhuman  primates  is  an  im¬ 
portant  consideration  for  nonhuman 
primates  sold  in  the  pet  trade.  In  con¬ 
trast  to  purchasers  of  these  animals  for 
scientific  and  educational  purposes  and 
for  exhibition,  persons  purchasing  non¬ 
human  prlmat^  for  use  as  pets  in  the 
United  States  are  generally  not  aware 
that  these  animals  can  be  trapped  in  a 
Jiuigle  and  be  in  their  possession  within 
a  matter  of  days,  having  had  virtually  no 
screening  for  infectious  disease.  Neither 
are  they  generally  aware  of  the  health 
hazards  posed  by  these  animals.  A  sig¬ 
nificant  segment  of  the  general  public 
could  be  exposed  to  such  hazards  merely 
by  visiting  retail  stores  offering  non¬ 
human  primates  for  sale  as  pets.  Health 
lisk  to  the  general  public  posed  by  per¬ 
mitting  persons  to  obtain  no  more  than 
two  nonhmnan  primates  abroad  for  their 
personal  use  is  slight  because  opportu¬ 
nity  for  exposure  of  the  public  to  such 
animals  would  be  limited. 

Recognizing  the  hiunan  health  hazard 
posed  by  nonhmnan  primates,  the  State 
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of  Ci^onite  has  imiflemented  m  tjuaran- 
tine  program  for  nonSranntn  prtaates 
enterbig  ttie  State,  and  C(Aorado  has 
banned  the  sale  of  pet  nonhtiman  prl- 
natee.  The  State  «f  Oeorgla  Is  eaq^ected 
to  restrict  the  sale  of  nonhuman  prt- 
nates  for  use  as  pets  In  the  near  future 
under  the  prorlsioiis  of  a  recently  passed 
law.  England  and  Oemany  have  strin¬ 
gent  quarantine  raeasrires  Tor  imported 
nonhunan  primates  that  have  in  effeet 
banned  the  importation  of  nehhuman 
primates  for  iise  as  pets.  Norway  also 
prcddbMs  Importation  of  notdiuman  pri¬ 
mates  for  sale  as  pets. 

In  addition  to  banning  commercial  im¬ 
portation  into  the  United  States  of  non¬ 
human  primates  for  sale  as  pets,  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  wotdd  change  quaran¬ 
tine  and  disease  control  measures  fw 
these  animals  in  several  significant  ways. 
At  present,  arrivittg  animals  are  in¬ 
spected  for  evidence  of  communicable 
disease  at  the  port  of  entry.  Because  the 
animals  may  be  incubating  disease  or 
fail  to  show  readily  apparent  signs  of 
infections,  the  present  procedure  is  in¬ 
adequate.  Therefore,  a  system  of  post- 
importation  surveHlance  Is  proposed, 
with  the  primary  responsibility  for  such 
surveilluice  resting  with  the  importer. 

As  proposed,  the  regulation  wouM  re¬ 
quire  importers  to  report  by  telephone, 
within  34. hours,  the  occurrence  of  <1) 
illness  in  any  member  of  their  staff  sus¬ 
pected  of  being  Infectious  disease  ac¬ 
quired  from  nonhuman  primates,  fS) 
any  Illness  in  noahianan  primates  that 
is  suspected  of  beii^  yellow  fever,  mon¬ 
keypox,  or  Marburg  disease,  and  <3) 
deaths  in  nonhuman  primates  resulting 
from  any  Illness  or  illnesses  within  any 
consecutive  7-day  period  of  10  percent 
or  more  of  a  group  consisting  of  20  or 
■lare  nonhuman  primates.  The  third 
reqtiirement  has  been  proposed  because 
a  high  death  loss  over  a  short  period  of 
time  in  a  group  of  nonhuman  primates 
may  indicate  an  outbreak  of  a  disease 
wi^  public  health  signiflcanoe  such  as 
Marburg  disease. 

In  addition,  importers  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  submit  reports  annually  or 
quarterly  depending  on  the  number  of 
nonhuman  primates  received  in  a  cal¬ 
endar  year.  Information  required  In 
tiiese  reports  #ronld  include  Inckleixie 
of  diseases  such  as  tubermdo^  and  other 
data  necessary  for  developmeirt  nf  con¬ 
trol  programs. 

Registration  of  importers  is  also  pro¬ 
posed  to  permit  Identiflcation  of  cur¬ 
rently  active  importers  and  to  assess  the 
level  of  containment  for  infectious  dis¬ 
ease  afforded  by  the  importer's  facilities. 
As  used  in  the  proposed  r^ulatlon,  the 
term  importer  would  include  zoos  and 
other  consignees  that  receive  mmbnman 
primates  within  a  period  of  81  days  after 
importatkm.  whcfther  cr  net  aueh  pri¬ 
mates  were  held  for  part  of  thto  period 
at  another  location.  The  Si-day  period 
is  used  because  the  Incubation  period  lor 
most  nonhnman  primate  zoonoses  of 
public  health  sigidfioanee  is  less  than 
31  days.  As  noted  tidsw,  it  is  tafeended 
to  mate  aor  amemdinrite  that  amr  te 


adopted  effective  80  days  after  puhMra- 
tion  in  final  form  in  the  Fziaasi.  Rbods- 
aaa.  Aecordingly,  negiteration  will  te  ce- 
qulred,  as  a  matter  of  law,  on  and  after 
that  date. 

In  addltioti,  specific  provislsns  per¬ 
taining  to  yellow  fever  control  In  sum- 
human  primates  are  deleted  from 
j  71  J.S4Ce> .  The  current  provisions  In 
this  regard  are  at  best  difficult  to  enforoe, 
the  risk  of  possible  introduction  by  these 
smimals  is  small,  and  the  proposed  sur¬ 
veillance  system  provides  a  more  effec¬ 
tive  mechanism  for  detecting  Infected 
animals  after  entry. 

Accordingly,  Part  71  of  Title  42,  Code 
of  Federal  Resmlations,  would  be  revised 
as  set  forth  below. 

Inqulrlm  should  be  addressed  smd 
data,  views,  and  arguments  submitted 
in  writing,  in  triplicate,  to  the  Director. 
Center  for  Disease  Control.  1600  CSlfton 
Road,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30333,  on  or 
before  April  14, 1975.  Comments  received 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  in 
Room  509,  Building  B,  Center  for  Disease 
Control,  between  the  hours  of  f  aju. 
and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 
Any  amendments  that  may  be  adopted 
will  become  effective  60  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Reciszee. 

<S6C.  am,  S8  Stat.  703  (42  UJS.C.  164)) 

Dated:  December  13, 1974. 

Charles  C.  Edwards. 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Health. 

Aimroved:  March  10, 1975. 

Caspar  W.  WEnrsERCER, 

Secretary. 

1.  Amend  the  headings  in  the  Table 
of  Contents  for  Subpart  J.  Pari  71,  Sub¬ 
chapter  F,  by  deleting  all  references  to 
mo^esrs.  As  thus  amended,  the  headings 
would  read  as  f(dlows: 

Sec. 

71.151  Locther  brushes. 

71.154  Dogs  and  cats. 

71.155  Dogs  and  cats;  dl^Msal  of  excluded 

a.nlTna1« 

71.153  Etiological  agents  and  vectors. 

71.157  Dead  bodies. 

2.  Amend  71.154  and  71.155  of  Sub¬ 
part  J  by  deleting  all  refermioes  to  mon¬ 
keys  and  by  updating  organixational 
designations.  As  thus  amended.  Si  71.154 
and  71.155  would  resid  as  foUoim: 

§  71.1S4  Dogs  end  cats. 

(a)  Definitions.  As  used  in  this  section 
and  S  71.155,  the  term: 

(1)  "ConflnemeiU:’'  means  restriotkm 
of  an  animal  by  the  owner  or  his  agent 
to'a  building  or  other  enclosure  in  isola¬ 
tion  from  other  animals  and  from  per¬ 
sons  except  for  contact  necessary  for  its 
care,  or  if  it  is  allowed  out  of  such  en¬ 
closure,  mussUng  the  animal  and  keep¬ 
ing  it  on  a  leash. 

(2)  “Dog"  includes  all  domestic  end 
wild  members  of  the  dog  family  (Canl- 
dae). 

C2)  “Cat”  includes  all  domeetie  and 
wfld  members  of  tiie  cat  family  (FMl- 
due>. 


14)  “United  States”  means  the  United 
States.  Its  territories,  and  possessions 
iottier  than  the  Canad  Zone) . 

<5)  ''Zoological  park”  means  a  place, 
premiseB,  or  an  estaldishment  main¬ 
tained  for  the  exhibition  of  live  animals 
Tor  recreational  or  educational  purposes. 

(b)  General  reqytrements — (1)  In- 
epection  by  quarantine  officer.  All  dogs 
and  cats  brought  into  the  United  States 
from  any  foreign  country  shall  be  in¬ 
spected  by  the  quarantine  officer  at  the 
port  of  arrival.  Only  animals  in  which 
no  evidence  of  communicable  disease 
(see  S  71.1(b))  is  revealed  shall  be 
admitted. 

(2)  Examination  by  veterinarian;  de¬ 
tention  of  animals.  When  a  dog  or  cat 
does  not  appear  to  he  in  good  health  on 
arrival  (i.e.,  it  has  such  symptoms  as 
emaciation,  lesions  of  the  skin,  nervous 
system  disturbances.  Jaundice,  or  diar¬ 
rhea)  ,  the  medical  officer  in  charge  may 
give  the  owner  or  his  agent  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  call  in  a  licensed  veterinarian 
to  examine  the  animal  and  give  or  ar¬ 
range  for  any  tests  or  treatment  Indi- 
eated.  The  medical  officer  in  charge  will 
consider  the  findings  of  any  such  exami¬ 
nation  and  tests  in  determining  whether 
the  animal  may  have  a  conununlcable 
disease.  The  owirer  shall  bear  the  ex¬ 
pense  al  such  examination,  tests,  and 
treatment.  When  it  is  necessary  to  de¬ 
tain  an  animal  pending  determination 
of  its  admissibility,  the  owner  or  his 
agent  shall  provide  satisfactory  deten¬ 
tion  facilities  which  In  the  judgment  of 
the  medical  officer  in  charge  will  afford 
protection  against  existence  of  a  health 
hazard.  The  owner  or  his  agent  iffiall 
bear  the  exoenae  of  such  detention.  De¬ 
tention  shall  be  accomplished  at  the  port 
of  arrival,  except  that  the  Director  of  the 
Quarantine  Division,  Bureau  of  Epide¬ 
miology,  Center  for  Disease  Control, 
Public  Health  Servloe,  may  issue  instruc¬ 
tions  specifying  control  measures  under 
which  animsds  may  be  shipped  to  their 
destination  pending  determination  of 
their  admissibility. 

(8)  Report  of  sickness  or  death;  ex¬ 
posed  animals.  (1)  A  record  of  sickness 
or  degth  of  dogs  or  cats  en  route  to  the 
United  States  shall  be  made  te  tiie  per¬ 
son  responsible  for  the  care  of  the 
animals  and  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
quarantine  officer  at  the  port  of  arrival. 
Animals  side  or  dead  en  route  or  on  ar¬ 
rival  chan  be  eeparated  from  other  ani¬ 
mals  as  soon  as  discovered  a-mi  hrid, 
pending  any  necessary  examination  as 
determined  by  the  medical  officer  in 
charge. 

(ID  When  a  dog  or  cat  appears  heaMhy 
but  has  been  exposed  duri^  shipment  to 
a  sick  or  dead  animal  suspected  of  having 
a  communicable  disease,  the  exposed  anl- 
nud  shall  be  admitted  only  If  tests  or 
oth^  examination  made  at  a  time  when 
infemon  with  communicable  disease 
could  be  determined  reveals  no  evidence 
that  the  animal  may  be  infected  with 
such  disease.  The  provisiosis  of  aiffipara- 
grach  (2)  of  tills  parstesph  shall  be  ap¬ 
plicable  te  auch  tests  or  steer  eacamlna- 
tlon. 
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U>  JaRttotion.  Wben  the 
•flw*  flad»  the  aeow  or  other  oob- 
4ixfaM>»«.  at  doci  or  cate  aixteins  in  the 
TTrtterrt  Stetaa  are  in  an  ar  wintlary  eo»> 
dttlon  tan  eoaehtate  a  haalth 

hazard; 

U>  ihe  anhnala  riiaH  not  be  admttled 
In  each  containezs  imtess  the  aamer  car 
bte  agent  has  the  eonteinen  cleaned;  and 

(It)  The  quarantine  officer  shall  report 
the  matter  to  the  UB.  Chstoma  Servlee 
officer  for  investigatian  parsaant  to 
Customs’  regulations  regarding  importar 
tion  of  animals  under  Inhumane  or  un- 
heelttafnl  condttiona  (19  CVR  IS^CClr)). 

te>  Dogt  antg;  rmHea  vmcebmtiom.  (!> 
Rahtea  racetnatloD  Is  required  for  a  dog 
that  ie  brooght  fato  the  Vhited  States^ 
unless; 

<f)  The  anfcnal  la  a  wild  member  of  ttie 

doK  family,  in  which  case  it  may  be  Bd~ 
mitted,  but  for  at  least  ate  months  after 
admission  the  owner  or  his  agent  shall 
restrict  it  to  a  building  or  other  enclosure 
in  isolation  from  other  animals  and  from 
persons  except  for  contact  necessary  for 
its  care,  or 

(ii)  For  the  six  months  before  arrival 
the  dog  has  been  only  in  a  comitry  de¬ 
termined  by  the  PubUe  Healtii  Oei'vice  to 
be  ridiies-f  ree.*  or 

Ciii)  The  owner  submits  evidence  satis¬ 
factory  to  the  quarantine  officer  that  the 
dog  is  destined  for  a  zocrfbgical  patit.  or 
that  it  Is  destined  for  a  research  estab- 
hshment  and  Taccinatfon  would  seriously 
interfere  with  Its  use  for  setentffle  investl- 
gatfon,  or 

.  <iv)  'Rie  dog  on  antral  is  less  tixan 
Onee  months  of  age,  in  which  case  it  may 
be  admitted  but  simB  be  idaeed  in  con- 
flnement,  and  the  owner  dtall  certify  that 
the  dog  will  be  vaccinated  at  three 
months  of  age  and  remain  in  confinement 
for  at  least  one  month  after  vaccination. 

C9>  Vaeefnatfon  shall  have  been  ac* 
ccHnplished  with  nervous-tissue  vaccine 
more  than  one  month  but  not  more  than 
n  months  before  the  dog’s  antral  or 
wlOi  ehieiren-embryo  vaccine  more  than 
one  month  but  not  more  than  39  montiv 
before  arrival. 

(3)  Where  vaeeination  is  requhed,  the 
dag  Shan  be  accompanied  by  a  valid  cer- 
ttfleate  of  rabies  .vaccination.  This  oer- 
tiflcate  shaH:  Cl)  identify  the  dag,  (ID  be 
sigiied  by  a  licoascd  veterinarian,  and 
Uii)  specify  that  such  veterinsLrlazi  vac¬ 
cinated  the  dog  with  “nervous-tissue” 
vaccine  or  with  "chicken-embryo”  vac¬ 
cine  on  a  stated  date  within  the  respec¬ 
tive  time  limits  provided  in  subparagraph 
(9)  of  this  paragraph. 

(4>  If  a  dog  that  is  subject  to  vaccina¬ 
tion  arrives  without  a  valid  certificate  of 
rabies  vaccination,  it  shah  not  be  ad¬ 
mitted  until  ft  has  been  vaccinated  (ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  In  subparagraph  (S>  of 
thte  paragraph) .  Ihe  owner  Shan  arrange 
for  and  bear  the  expense  of  this  vaccina¬ 
tion.  Upon  admission  the  dog  shall  be 


*A  cnrrsnt  Hat  of  rabtes-fTee  countries 
may  >e  oOtstneS  fr—  tfcv  PUecIm.  Cmioi  fcr 
Dtaeaaa  CUnlrol,  Atto:  tloarsKttas  Dtrlstai^ 
Bureau  ot  Kpklsmlology>  ^**"*«v 
90m. 
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pineed  in  twtiinrawwt  ter  at  least  10 

(5)  If  a  dog  arrives  with  a  certtfieate 
which  is  valid  except  that  vaocination 
was  received  less  than  one  month  before 

arrlaBl.  flm  dte  may  he  admitted  but 
shaD  ie  ptered  te  contSBement  antll  at 
kaai  10  dpys  have  dm>BCd  sinee 
vaeeination. 

(C>  IB  a»  ease  wfB  vaccination  be 
rceognteed  if  performed  on  a  dog  less 
thaa  three  aamtlis  of  age. 

(d)  Dbps  ead  emit;  tpeefal  proofcfcww. 
KotwithstsiidSng  othm  provisions  oi  tIA 
section,  if  a  dog  or  cat  eomes  from  a 
locality  having  a  high  incidence  of  raUea 
and  under  conditions  otherwise  indicat¬ 
ing  that  a  special  hazard  of  rabies  intro¬ 
duction  Is  present,  it  shaB  be  srffiject  to 
such  additional  requirement,  or  to  ex- 
clBsion,  as  may  be  found  necessary  by 
the  metffcal  officer  hr  rtmrge  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director,  Quarantine  Dtvl- 
ston,  Bureau  of  Epidemiology.  Center  for 
Disease  Control,  PubBc  Health  Service, 
to  prevent  the  introduction  of  rabies. 
However,  any  such  dog  that  has  been 
vaccinated  after  the  age  of  three  months 
as  provided  In  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section  shall  be  admitted  after  30  days, 
have  elapsed  since  vaccination.  If  inspec¬ 
tion  of  the  animal  at  that  time  has  re¬ 
vealed  DO  evidence  of  communicable 
disease. 

(e)  Doffs  and  catt  in  transit.  The  pro- 
vlsfons  of  this  section  shall  apply  to  dogs 
and  cats  shipped  through  the  United 
States  from  one  foreign  country  to  an¬ 
other.  except  as  provided  below: 

(1)  Animals  that  appear  healthy  but 
have  been  exposed  to  a  sick,  or  dead  ani¬ 
mal  suspected  of  having  a  communicable 
disease  need  not  imdergo  tests  or  other 
examination  as  provided  in  pajragri4>h 
(b)  (3)  of  this  section  if  conditions  of 
their  transportation  will  afford  adequate 
protection  to  the  United  States  against 
intiroduetlon  of  communicable  diseases. 

(2>  Rabies  vaccination  is  not  required 
lor  dogs  that  are  tixipped  tag  airplane  or 
step  mad  are  retained  In  custody  of  the 
carrier  under  conditions  preventing  in¬ 
troduction  of  rabies. 

^  71.155  Dagi  and  ealfe;  diqpaaal  of  ea- 
dadflf  aaiaMis. 

A  dog  or  cat  excluded  from  the  United 
States  under  the  regulations  In  this  pari 
shall  be  exported  or  destroyed.  Pending 
expocatioB  it  ahaU  be  detained  tai  Cm^ 
iam^  caetody  at  the  port  of  arrival  at 
the  owners  expense. 

a.  Amend  Part  71  by  adding  a  new 
fiabpart  5-3 — ^teaportatlon  (d  Nonhuman 
Primates,  as  folows; 

SaSpart  J-3— bpportatTbn  of  Bonhunua 

8ae. 

Tl.tn  DeUnttloiur. 

n.m  Dnportatbm;  ganersl  prohibition. 


■  The  requirements  of  this  Subpart  are  in 
aeaitfcjw  to  anU  net  in  netr  of  any  other 

Matalstlana  talattBg  to  tUa  tmpovtaMoa  ef 
nnnbnaian  pclauBaa  pveaartbad  by  atoar 

agencies  of  the  Federal  Government. 


■ec. 

It^aa  la^portaUan  aag  dlataritMaktaac  per- 
mtaatola  pRxspans. 

TtJQIA  ZinpaEtatlon;  peraonal  mm. 

Turns  SegtstnUton  of  importets. 

TT.Ise  nBwUiJbeepfng  anrf  lepui ttag. 

71.187  Disease  control  measures. 

Disposal  of  eacluatd  aabaala 
tt  J8!l  8ns pension  aaB  rtvocatton. 
tuad  Pantottes. 

Awitummiv :  Bmm.  Wt.  88  Btat  108;  (41 

VAC.  aat| 

Subpart  J-3 — Importation  of  Nonhuman 

f  71.181  DefiiHliaBH. 

As  used  in  this  subpart: 

(8>  "Ifonhuman  primates”  means  all 
nonhuman  primates  of  the  Order  Pri¬ 
mates.  bielnding.  but  not  limited  to.  ani¬ 
mals  comaxmiy  known  as  monkeys, 
chimpanzees,  orangutans.  goriBUs,  gffi- 
bons,  apes,  baboons,  marmosets,  tama- 
rin,  lemurs,  lorlses,  and  tree  shrews. 

^)  “Groups  means  a  population  of 
nonhuman  primates  which  are  physically 
isrdated  from  other  nonhuman  primates. 
AB  nonhuatan  primates  housed  in  one 
romn  of  a  faeffity  constitute  a  group  If 
they  are  effective  separated  by  soBd 
partitions  from  other  nonhuman  pri¬ 
mates. 

(c>  “Ihmorter”  means  any  person  who, 
or  eorporation,  partnership,  or  other  or- 
gmizs^on  which,  receives  live  nonhuman 
primates  withte  a  period  of  31  days  be¬ 
ginning  with  the  day  of  importation, 
whether  or  not  such  primates  were  held 
for  part  of  such  psrfod  at  another  loca¬ 
tion.  As  used  in  this  Subpart  J-3,  the 
term  “importer"  includes  the  original  im¬ 
porter  and  any  other  person  or  organi¬ 
zation  receiving  such  prinrates  within  a 
period  of  31  days  beginning  with  the  day 
of  importation. 

(d)  "Director’*  means  the  Director. 
Cipnter  for  Disease  Contnd,  Public  Health 
Serviee,  Department  of  Health,  Bduca- 
tiorr,  md  Welfare.  Atlanta,  Georgia 
38933. 

s  71.182  l^Mtabaw;  gcacnl  gvshihi 
lion. 

Ekecfii  as  stlievwise  pnwdded  hi  this 
subpart,  ao  person  may  iamort  five  noti- 
hanaai  primates  into  the  United  States 
UBlesB  soeh  person  is  registereal  as  an  ha- 
porter  hi  aaeoedaam  with  applicable  pro- 
vistons  of  this  sabpart. 

S  7U83  luaporUitMu  and  dialriiHitioav 
permiaaiMe  porposea, 

Uye  BsateuBon  primatea  be  hn- 
posted  teto  tee  United  States  and  sold, 
resold,  ox  otiacraise  diatrliagrd  only  for 
bona  fide  aetenttee.  edMctylional,  or  exhi- 
bitian  purpoaes  te  aceordnarv  with  ap- 
pllraMe  provisloas  of  this  ankpart^ 

§  71.184  ImportMlim;  personal  aae. 

rche  provisteas  of  tiate  subpaxi  shall 
nai  be  applicable  to  the  impartation  dl- 
xeclly  by  the  owner  ai  any  time  for  per¬ 
sonal  use  of  no  more  than  two  Mve  non- 

HinrtaTV  priUiatfS 

§  71.185  -Registration  of  importom. 

(a>  Baporters  shaB  register  with  the 
Dteector  on  forma  avaflbfile  from,  and  in 
a  manner  prescribed  by  the  Director. 
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(b)  Registration  shall  be  effective  for 
a  calendar  year  or  for  such  part  thereof 
as  remains  following  the  date  on  which 
receipt  of  the  properly  completed  regis¬ 
tration  form  is  acknowledged  by  the  Di¬ 
rector. 

(c)  Registration  may  be  renewed  by 
filing  the  appropriate  forms  with  the 
Director  not  less  thnn  30  days  nor  more 
than  60  days  prior  to  the  expiration  of 
the  period  for  which  registration  was 
effective. 

§  71.186  Recordkeeping  and  reporting. 

(a)  Importers  shall  maintain  records 
on  forms  available  frmn,  and  in  a  manner 
prescribed  by,  the  Director  relating  to 
number  of  primates  imported,  coimtries 
of  origin,  species,  dates  of  importation, 
dates  of  shipment  to  other  persons  or 
organisations,  disease  incidence,  and 
such  other  information  as  may  be  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Director.  Such  records 
shall  be  available  for  inspection  by  the 
Director  at  any  time. 

(b)  Importers  who  receive  500  or  more 
imnhuman  primates  in  a  calendar  year 
shall  submit  quarterly  reports,  and  im¬ 
porters  who  receive  fewer  than  500  non¬ 
human  primates  shaU  rubmit  annual  re¬ 
ports,  on  forms  available  from,  and  in  a 
manner  prescribed  by,  the  Director.  The 
reports  shall  specify  numbers  of  primates 
imported,  coimtiies*  of  origin,  species, 
dates  of  importation,  dates  of  shipment 
to  other  persons  or  organizations,  disease 
incident,  and  such  other  information  as 
may  be  requested  by  the  Director.  Im¬ 
porters  required  to  make  quarterly  re¬ 
ports  shall  submit  the  reports  on  or  tefore 
^ril  30  for  the  preceding  period  of  Janu¬ 
ary  through  March,  July  31  for  the  pre¬ 
ceding  period  of  April  through  June, 
October  31  for  the  preceding  period  of 
July  through  September,  end  January  31 
for  the  preceding  period  of  October 
through  December.  The  first  quarterly 
report  shall  be  filed  for  the  quarter  dur¬ 
ing  which  a  total  of  500  imported  non¬ 
human  primates  is  reached.  The  first 
quarterly  report  shall  Include  the  in¬ 
formation  specified  above  in  this  para¬ 
graph  (b>  on  all  nonhuman  primates  im¬ 
ported  in  the  preceding  quarter  or 
quarters  of  the  calendar  year.  Quarterly 
reports-  will  be  required  thereafter  for 
each  qusuter  year  period  of  such  calendar 
year  irrespective  of  the  number*  of  non- 
hiunan  primates  imported  or  otherwise 
received  during  such  period.  Importers 
required  to  make  annual  reports  shall 
submit  the  reports  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  31  for  the  preceding  calendar  year. 

(c)  Importers  shall  report  to  the  Di¬ 
rector  by  telephone  (dasrs,  404-633-3311; 
nights,  weekends  and  holidays,  404-633- 
2176)  within  24  hours  the  occurrence  of 
(1)  any  illness  in  nonhuman  primates 
that  is  suspected  of  being  yellow  fever, 
monkeypox,  or  Marburg  disease,  and  (2) 
deaths  resulting  from  any  illness  or  ill¬ 
nesses  within  any  .  consecutive  7-day 
period  of  10  percent  or  more  of  a  group 
consisting  of  20  or  more  nonhuman 
primates. 

(d>  Importers  shall  report  to  the  Di¬ 
rector  by  telephone  within  24  hours  the 
occurrence  of  iiine.««  in  any  member  of 


their  staff  suspected  of  being  an  infec¬ 
tious  disease  acquired  from  nonhuman 
primates. 

§  71.187  Disease  eontrol  measures. 

The  Director  is  authorized  upon  re¬ 
ceipt  of  evidence  of  exposure  of  non¬ 
human  primates  to  a  communicable 
disease  that  constitutes,  or  may  con¬ 
stitute,  a  threat  to  public  health  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  or  to  require  examination,  treat¬ 
ment,  detention,  quarantine,  seizure,  or 
destruction  of  exposed  animals.  Such 
measures  as  may  be  prescribed  shall  be 
at  the  expense  of  the  owner. 

§  71.188  Disposal  of  excluded  animals. 

A  nonhiunan  primate*  excluded  from 
the  United  States  under  the  regulations 
in  this  Subpart  J-3  shall,  at  ttie  owner's 
option,  be  exported,  destroyed,  or  given 
to  a  scientific,  educational,  or  exhibition 
facility  imder  arrangements  approved  by 
the  Director,  for  preventing  the  spread 
of  Infection.  Exportation  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted  only  if  the  owner  exports  the  non- 
hiunan  primate  within  a  reasonable  time 
as  determined  by  the  Director.  Pending 
exportation  or  other  dispKMition  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  this  S  71.188,  it  shall 
be  detained  in  Customs’  custody  at  the 
port  of  arriVhl  at  the  owner’s  expense. 

§  71.189  Suspension  and  revocation. 

(a)  An  Importer’s  registration  may  be 
suspended  or  revoked  by  the  Director  if 
the  Director  finds,  upon  notice  to  the 
importer  holding  such  registration,  that 
the  importer  has  failed  to  comply  with 
any  applicable  provision  of  this  subpart. 
’The  notice  shall  contain  a  statement  of 
the  grounds  upon  which  the  suspension 
or  revocation  is  based,  and,  in  the  case 
of  suspension,  the  action  necessary  to 
end  such  suspension.  ' 

(b)  ’The  importer  may  file  an  answer 
to  the  notice  within  20  days  after  serv¬ 
ice  thereof.  Answers  shall  admit  or  deny 
specifically  and  in  detail  each  allegation 
of  the  notice.  Allegations  of  fact  in  the 
notice  not  denied  or  controverted  by  an¬ 
swer  shall  be  deemed  admitted.  Matters 
alleged  as  affirmative  defenses  shall  be 
separately  stated  and  numbered.  Failure 
of  the  importer  to  file  on  answer  within 
20  days  after  service  of  the  notice  may 
be  deemed  an  admission  of  all  matters  of 
fact  recited  in  the  notice. 

(c)  Where  an  importer’s  registration 
has  been  suspended  or  revoked,  the  sus¬ 
pension  may  be  terminated  or  the  reg¬ 
istration  reinstated,  as  may  be  appro¬ 
priate,  uix>n  such  inspection,  examina¬ 
tion  of  records,  conference  with  the  im¬ 
porter,  furnishing  of  such  Information, 
and  assurance  of  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  this  Subpart  as  may  be 
deemed  necessary  by  the  Director. 

(d)  ’The  importer  shall  be  entitled  to 
a  hearing  with  respect  to  the  sjaspension 
or  revocation  (not  preceded  by  suspen¬ 
sion)  upon  filing  a  written  request,  either 
in  the  answer  or  in  a  separate  document, 
with  the  Director  within  20  days  after 
the  effective  date  of  such  suspension  or 
revocation.  Failure  to  request  a  hearing 
Shan  be  deemed  a  waiver  of  hearing  and 
consent  to  submission  of  the  case  to  the 


Director  for  decision  on  the  written  rec¬ 
ord.  The  faUure  both  to  file  an  answer 
and  to  request  a  hearing  shaU  be  deemed 
to  constitute  consent  to  the  making  of 
a  decision  on  the  basis  of  such  infor¬ 
mation  as  is  available. 

(e)  As  soon  as  practicable  after  the 
completion  of  any  hearing  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  sub¬ 
part,  the  Director  shall  render  a  final 
decision.  A  copy  of  such  decision  shall  be 
served  on  the  importer. 

§  71.190  Penalties. 

Any  person  who  violates  any  provision 
of  this  subpart  shall  be  subject  to  a  fine 
of  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprison¬ 
ment  for  not  more  than  one  year  or 
both,  as  provided  in  section  368  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
271). 

(FR  Doc.75-6760  Filed  3-13-76;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

[29CFRPart  1910] 

STANDARDS  COMPLETION  PROJECT 

Toxic  Materials;  Advance  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking 

On  March  18,  1974,  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  announced  the  Joint  OSHA/ 
NIOSH  Standards  Completion  Project. 
The  purpose  of  the  project  is  to  issue 
completed  standards  for  all  of  the  toxic 
materials  listed  in  Tables  0-1,  0-2,  and 
0-3  of  29  CFR  1910.93,  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  some  substances  which  are  or 
will  be  the  subjects  of  NIOSH  Criteria 
Documents.  ’These  exceptions  will  be  the 
subjects  of  separate  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceedings,  outside  of  the  Standards  Com¬ 
pletion  Project. 

Section  1910.93  lists  exposure  limits 
for  certain  hazardous  or  toxic  sub- 
st'>nces.  *1110  new  standards  will  estab¬ 
lish  requirements  for  monitoring  em¬ 
ployee  exposure,  medical  surveillance, 
methods  of  compliance,  handling  and 
use  of  liquid  forms  of  the  substance,  em¬ 
ployee  training,  recordkeeping,  and 
sanitation  and  housekeeping,  among 
other  things.  In  addition,  the  proposals 
are  also  designed  to  enable  employers  to 
better  understand  and  comply  with  exist¬ 
ing  OSHA  safety  standards.  The  expo¬ 
sure  limits  listed  in  S  1910.93  are  not  at 
issue  in  the  proposals,  and  no  changes  to 
these  limits  will  be  proposed  or  made  In 
the  standards  issued  as  part  of  the 
Standards  Completion  Project. 

’The  Office  of  Standards  Development, 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Ad¬ 
ministration,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
invites  public  participation  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  proposed  standards. 
Drafts  of  the  technical  content  of  pro- 
>  posed  standards  have  been  prepared  for 
the  following  substances:  sec- Amyl  Ace¬ 
tate,  sec-Butyl  Acetate.  2-Ethoxyethyl- 
acetate.  Ethyl  Formate,  Isoamyl  Acetate, 
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Methyl  Acetate,  BieOiyl  OUosohre  Aee> 
taCe,  Aeetote,  tert-B«lyI  Ace¬ 

tate,  Butyl  Acetate^  Ethyl  Acrylate,  sec- 
Hexyl  Acetate,  Zsobuts^  Acetate.  Methyl 
Acrylate,  Methyl  Methacrylate.  These 
draft  technical  standards  reflect  only 
the  technical  Intent  of  NIOSH  and 
OSHA  and  do  not  necessarily  contain  the 
(veclflc  language  which  will  appear  tar 
the  proposed  standards. 

Interested  person  are  linrited  to  sid>- 
inli  written  data,  slews,  and  arguments 
concerning  these  drafts  or  the  program 
in  general.  Comments  are  requested  con- 
cemlng  requirements  of  each  section  of 
the  draft  technical  standards  and  alter¬ 
natives  to  the  provisions  of  each  section. 
Information  submitted  In  response  to 
the  notice  of  intent  to  prepare  an  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  statement,  puldicdied 
In  the  Federal  Basigraa  cat  Septem¬ 
ber  30.  1VI4  CS»  FR  3384S>.  need  not  be 
resubmitted. 

Communications  should  be  submitted 
to  the  Docket  OflBcer,  Standards  Com¬ 
pletion  Project,  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  UH.  Department 
of  Labor,  Docket  HI03.  Room  260,  1726 
M  Street,  NW..  Washlngtmi.  IXa  20210, 
postmarked  no  liter  than  April  14,  ItTS. 
The  communications  wfU  be  avallaMe 
for  public  inspection  and  copying,  at  the 
above  loeation.  .  . 

Copies  of  the  draft  technical  stand¬ 
ards  on  the  above  listed  substances  are 
available  for  inspection  and  cop3rtng. 
upon  request,  at  the  above  address  and 
at  any  of  the  following  OSHA  Regional 
and  Area  Ofliees; 

BxaoNAi.  Omess 

OA  Dmartnwnft  of  Labor 

Oceupatioosl  Bsfeiy  and  Hwitfli  admtnWtea- 

tion 

18  Oliver  Street 
Boston,  Massachusetts  09110 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  AdmtBlstra- 
t*on 

1515  Broadway  (1  Astor  Plaza> 

New  York,  New  York  10036 
XJ.8.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Gateway  Building — Suite  15290 
3535  Market  Street 
PhUadelphla,  Pennsylvania  IMOi 
n.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and.  Health  Admin  totra- 
tion 

1375  Peachtree  Street,  NE. — Suite  5gT 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30309 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Hbaltti  Adznbaistm- 

tiOB 

230  South  Dearborn  Street 
32nd  Floor 

Chicago,  minois  60604 
IT.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

7th  Floor — Ibxaeo  Bnildtng 
1512  Cotnmerce  Street 
Dallas,  Texas  75201 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  AduifUstra- 
tton 

Oil  Walnut  Street — Room  8000 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106 


FiOeML 


n.S.  Department  of  Labor 

Occnqpabaaat  SUhty  ewd  ■satth  AdwiBiriHb* 

t-on 

Federal  BuUdtBg  -Hoont  18MA 
1961  Stout  Street 
Denver,  Colorado  SMB 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 

Oecopatlonat  Sbiety  end  BMtth  iihnbilihia 

tion 

9470  Federal  BnUding 
450  Golden  Gate  Aveame — Ban  38089 
San  Francisco,  Calilomla  94102 
QJB.  Department  of  Lirisor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Admbahha- 
tlon 

606  Second  Avenue 
1808  Smith  Tower  Building 
Seattle,  Washtngfion  Mt0« 

Axe*  OmcBS 

n.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Admtnistns- 
tion 

Custom  House  Building — Boom  703 
State  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  09109 
UJ3.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Admbalatni- 
tion 

Federal  Building — Boom  426 
65  Pleasant  Street  _ 

Concord,  New  Hampshire  03301 
n.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Admintetrar 
tlon 

Federal  Building — Boom  617B 
450  Ma*n  Street 
Hartford,  Connecticut  06103 
n.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Admtnietia- 
tlon 

n.B.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse  Building 
436  Dwight  Street — Boom  501 
Springfield.  Massachusetts  01102 
n.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

90  Church  Street — Room  1405 
New  York,  New  York  10007 
n.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Admlulstia- 
tlon 

Federal  Office  Building 
970  Broad  Street — Room  1435C 
Newark,  New  Jersey  07102 
n.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safsty  and  Health  Admlnlatca^ 
tion 

Rcom  203 — Midtown  Plaza 
700  East  Water  Street 
SKacuse,  New  York  13310 
n.S.  Department  of  lAhor 
Occupational  Safety  aiul  Health  Adminlstn^ 
tion 

370  Old  Country  Road 
Gardeq  City,  Long  IMand.  New  York  1 1630 
n.S.  Department  of  Tiabtw 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adxninlatra- 
tion 

Ctmdontnium  San  Alherto  BnlMtng 
60S  Condado  Avenue — Room  328 
Santurce.  Puerto  Ittco  00809 
n.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adndaiattar- 
tion 

William  J.  Green.  Jr.  Federal  Bonding 
800  Arch  Street — Room  4458 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19106 
n.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Admlntetra- 
tton 

Ibderaf  Bonding— Rocm 
31  Hopkins  Plaza — Charles  Center 
Baltimore,  Maryland  31301 


nB.  Department  of  1 
tion 


700  Virginia  Street 
Charleston,  West  Visgiafa  35305 


DUN  Ibjwrtm  sad  or  labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Admiadrlra- 
tlon 

Room  802 — Jonnet  Building 
4099  William  Penn  Highnsap 
Monroeville,  PennsyfeeanU  15542 
HAl  Dapartaiaadaf  Laber 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  AdmlntsCra- 
Uon 

Federal  Building — Room  8815 
400  N.  8th  Street— P.O.  Wam  10188 
Richmond,  Virginia  23240 
DJK  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Admlntstra- 
tion 

Building  10 — Suite  33 
La  Vista  Perimeter  Park 
Tucker,  Georgia  30084 


n.S.  Department  of  Labor 

Occupational  anfety  aad  Bsalilk  ddnotniatm- 

tion 

Federal  Office  Building — Boan>81b-A 
310  New  Bern  Avenua 
RaUtgh,  North  Carotlna  27805 
TTB.  Department  of  Labor 

Occupational  anfdty  and  Hfeatth.  Adwinlafarn- 

tlon 

Room  204 — Bridge  BuUding 
3200  B.  OskUand  Fade  Boulevard 
Fort  Lauderdale,  Florida  33308 


U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  HmlBa  drinlnfali'a 
tion 

1600  Hayes  Street — Suite  802 
NaahvlUa^  Tetmeanm  33202 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  SnfbCy  and  Hbatth  ddddirtetra- 
tion 

2809  Art  Museum  Drive 
Art  Museum  Plaza  Onitr  4 
Jacksonville,  Florida  33909 
UJR  Dapartment  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  AdmlnMra- 
tlon 

Todd  Mall — 2047  Canyon  Road 
Birmingham,  Alabama  36318 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
OoenpaWonal  Oadity  and  Health  Acbnlnlstm- 
tlon 

Suite  564-B— ttWFWtemlPiaar 
Louisville,  KOntnedy  48868 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Heallb  Admfnirtra- 
tten 

Enterprise  Building — Suite  204 
6606  Abercorn  Street 
Savannah,  Georgia  31405 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  mid  HoaNh  Adluhitstra- 
tton 

Commerce  Building — Boom  600 
118  North  Royal  Street 
Mobile,  Alabama  36602 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Heslth  Attaftafstni- 
tlOB 

Riverside  Plaza  Shopping  Center 
2720  Riverside  Drtew 
Macon,  Georgia  31204 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  aad  HeaNH  Admbitstra- 
tfcrn 

1710  Gervals  Street — Room  208 

Columbia,  Slewth  Omelliia  36901 

UB.  Department  Labor 

Occupational  Safety  aad  HeoNb  drfbitntotea- 

650  Cleveland  Shreet — Room  44 
Clearwater,  FlaMbi  3M52 
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Depmrtment  of  lisbor 

Oceupatlozud  Sjtlety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

67601 — 65  North  Frontage  Boad  Bast 
JackSbn,  Mississippi  89311 
UJ3.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

230  South  Dearborn  Street 
10th  Floor 

Chicago,  Illinois  60604 
DH.  Department  of  Labcv 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

847  Federal  Office  Building 
1340  East  Ninth  Street 
Cleveland.  Ohio  44109 
UB.  Department  ot  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

360  S.  Third  Street — Room  100  ^  - 

Ccdumbus,  Ohio  43315  • 

UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Michigan  Theatre  Building — ^Room  626 
200  Bagley  Avenue 
Detroit,  Michigan  48223 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

110  South  Fourth  Street — Room  437 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota  55401 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Clark  Building — Room  400 
633  West  Wisconsin  Avenue 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin  53203 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

UB.  Poet  Office  and  Courthouse — 

Room  423 
46  East  Ohio  Street 
Indianapolis,  Indiana  46202 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Room  4028 — Federal  Office  Building 
560  Main  Street 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  45202 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal  Office  Building — ^Room  734 
Room  734 — ^Federal  Office  Building 
.Toledo,  Ohio  43304 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Room  2118 
2320  La  Branch  Street 
Houston,  Texas  77004 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Adolphus  Tower — Suite  1820  « 

1412  Main  Street 
Dallas,  Texas  75202 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

Room  421 — Federal  Building 
1205  Texas  Avenue 
Lubbock,  Texas  79401 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

546  Carondelet  Street — ^Room  302 
Now  Orleans,  Lou'slana  70130 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

Room  513 — Petroleum  Building  ^ 

430  South  Boulder 
Tulsa,  Oklahoma  74103 


UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

Room  626 — ^Donaghey  Building 
103  East  7th  Street 
Little  Rock,  Arkansas  72201 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

1015  Jackson  Keller  Road — ^Room  122 
San  Antonio.  Texas  78213 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

Room  302 — ^Federal  Building 
421  Gtold  Avenue,  S.W. 

P.O.  Box  1428 

Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  87103 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

1627  Main  Street — ^Room  1100 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64108 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

210  North  12tb  Boulevard — Room  564 
St.  Louis,  Missouri  63101 
UB.  Department  of  Labor  ■ 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

Petroleum  Building 

221  South  Broadway  Street — Suite  312 
Wichita,  Kansas  67202 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

Room  643 — 210  Walnut  Street 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Hesdth  Adminis¬ 
tration 

City  National  Bank  Building 
Harney  and  16th  Street — Boom  803 
Omaha,  Nebraska  68102 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Admlnls-. 
tratlon 

113  West  6th  Street 
North  Platte.  Nebraska  69101 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

8527  W.  Colfax  Avenue 
Lakewood,  Colorado  80215 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

Suite  525 — Petroleum  Building 
2812  1st  Avenue — ^North 
Billings,  Montana  59101 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

Court  House  Plaza  Building — Room  408 
300  North  Dakota  Avenue 
Slovix  Palls,  South  Dakota  57103 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

UB.  Pest  Office  BuUdlng — Room  452 
360  South  Main  Street 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

100  McAllister  Street — Room  1706 
San  Francisco,  California  04102 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Admlnlstra- 
tlcm 

Suita  318 — Amerco  Towers 
2721  North  Central  Avenue 
Phoenix,  Arizona  85004 


UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

333  Queen  Street — Suite  505 
Honolulu,  Hawaii  03813 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

1100  E.  WUIlam  Street 
Suite  222 

Carson  City,  Nevada  89701 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion  * 

Hartwell  Building — Room  401 
19  Pine  Avenue 
Long  Beach,  California  90802 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

121— 107th  Street.  N.E. 

Bellevue.  Washln^on  08004 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occu'-atlonai  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal  BuUdlng — Room  227 
COS  West  4th  Avenue 
Anchorage,  Alaska  90501 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
OccuT'atlonal  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Room  623 — Plttock  Block 
021  S.W.  Washington  Street 
Portland,  Oregon  07205  . 

UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

328  Idaho  BuUdlng 
213  North  8th  Street 
riolce,  Idaho  83702 

The  draft  technical  standards  will  also 
be  available  for  inspection  and  copying 
at  the  national  and  regional  offices  of 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion.  and  Welfare,  National  Institute  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health,  at  the 
following  addresses: 

U.S.  Department  of  HE'  ' 

National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 

Room  3-50,  Park  BuUdlng 
5800  r'lshers  Lane 

RockvUlc,  Maryland  ' 

U.S.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 

1114  Commerce  Street,  Room  1613 
DaUas,  Texas  75202 
U.S.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 
P.O.  Box  1371C 

Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19101 
UB.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 
9017  Federal  BuUdlng 
19th  and  Stout  Streets 
Denver,  Colorado  80203 
UB.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 

50  Seventh  Street,  N.E. 

Atlanta,  Georgia  30323 
UB..  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 
Arcade  BuUdlng 
1321  Second  Avenue 
Seattle,  Washington  98101 
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UJ3.  Department  of  HEW 
National ,  Institute  lor  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 

John  P.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Oovenunent  Center 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02203 
UB.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 
26  Federal  Plaza 
New  York.  New  York  10007 
IT.S.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 
601  East  12th  Street 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106 
U.S.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 

223  Federal  Office  Building 
60  Fulton  Street 
San  Francisco,  California  94102 
UJS.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 

300  South  Wacker  Drive 
Chicago,  Illinois  60607 

This  advance  notice  of  proposed  rule¬ 
making  is  issued  under  section  6  of  the 
Williams-Sbeiger  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  1593; 
29  U.S.  655)  and  Secretary  of  Labor’s 
Order  No.  12-71  (36  FR  8754) . 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  4th 
day  of  March  1975. 

John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc.76-6741  FUed  3-13-76;8:48  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFRPartTl  ] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  76-OL-lO] 
TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulation  so  as  to 
designate  a  transition  area  at  Casey. 
Illinois. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Commimications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region,  Attention;  Chief, 
Air  TraiBc  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  2300  East  Devon  Avenue, 
Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  April  14, 
1975,  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendments.  No 
public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  officials  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion  Chief.  Any  data,  views  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  Notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  Notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  cemunents 
received. 


A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois. 

A  new  instrument  approach  procedure 
has  been  developed  for  Casey  Municipal 
Airport.  Casey,  Illinois,  based  on  a  non- 
Federal  non-directional  beacon.  Conse¬ 
quently,  it  is  necessary  to  provide  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  to  protect  the  procedure. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth: 

In  s  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  foUowing 
transition  area  is  added: 

Caset,  Illinois 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mlle  radius 
of  the  Casey  Municipal  Airport  (Latitude 
39*18'00'’  N.,  Longitude  88*00'16'’  W.);  and 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  211*  bearing 
from  the  airport  extending  from  the  6-mlle 
radius  area  to  8  miles  southwest  of  the 
airport. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348) ,  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1665(c)). 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  HI.,  on  Febru¬ 
ary  24,  1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

(FR  Doc.76-6674  Filed  3-13-76;8:46  amj 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SO-22] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Propoced  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  Wallace,  N.C.,  transition 
area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  trlrlicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gion.  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O.  Box  21636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  April  14,  1975,  will 
be  considered  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  No  hearing  is 
contemplated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch.  Any 
data,  views  or  arguments  presented  dur¬ 
ing  such  conferences  mUst  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with  this 
notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the  rec¬ 
ord  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region.  Room  645,  3400  Whipple 
Street.  East  Point,  Ga. 


The  Wallace  transition  area  described 
in  171.181  (40  FR  441)  would  be 

amended  as  follows : 

“•  •  •  northwest  of  the  VORTAC.” 
would  be  deleted  and  “•  •  •  northwest 
of  the  VORTAC;  within  3  miles  each  side 
of  the  078®  bearing  from  .Pendy  RBN 
(Lat.  34®42'58''  N..  Long.  78®00'14''  W.), 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  area  to 
8.5  miles  east  of  the  RBN.”  would  be 
substituted  therefor. 

The  proposed  alteration  is  required  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  IFR  aircraft  executing  the  NDB  RWY 
27  Instniment  Approach  Procedure  pred¬ 
icated  on  the  Pendy  (private)  Nondi- 
rectional  Radio  Beacon. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348(a))  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  March  6. 
1975. 

Philiip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

(FR  Doc.75-6676  FUed  3-13-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  Assirt^nt  Secretary  for  Housing 
Management 

[24  CFR  Part  405] 

(Docket  No.  R-75-3211 
SUBSIDIZED  PROJECTS 
Tenant  Selection  Criteria 

'The  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  is  considering  amending 
CJhapter  IV  of  Title  24  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  by  adding  to  Sub¬ 
chapter  A,  “Insured  Multifamily  Hous¬ 
ing-Management  and  Mortgage  Serv¬ 
icing,”  a  new  Part  405,  "Tenant  Selection 
Criteria,”  and  a  new  Subpart  A,  “Admis¬ 
sion  to  Subsidized  Projects.” 

The  subpart  would  require  owners  of 
multifamily  housing  projects  (with  the 
exception  of  cooperatives)  which  have 
HUD-lnsured  mortgages  and  which  re¬ 
ceive  the  benefit  of  a  subsidy  under  the 
Section  233,  section  221(d)(3)  BMIR  or 
Rent  Supplement  program,  to  prepare  a 
statement  of  its  admission  policies  and 
procedures  and  tenant  selection  criteria 
and  make  it  available  to  applicants  and 
other  interested  persons.  In  addition,  the 
Subpart  would  set  forth  various  require¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  those  policies,  pro¬ 
cedures.  and  criteria. 

The  Department  recognizes  that  land¬ 
lords  have  a  justifiable  interest  in  ob¬ 
taining  responsible  tenants,  who  will  pay 
their  rent  in  a  timely  manner,  and  who 
will  not  cause  damage  to  project  prop¬ 
erty  or  Interfere  with  the  enjoimient  of 
the  premises  by  other  tenants.  This  in¬ 
terest,  however,  should  be  protected 
without  denying  admission  to  a  particu¬ 
lar  class,  except  as  authorized  by  law. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  proposed  rulemaking  by 
submitting  written  statements  and/or 
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fled  lor  the  al»veiDdce(nuniher«Kl  tllle 
and  should  be  filed  udthO»  Biifi  Hw%f  t 
ra«w^^  Offioe  of  the  Orfiiml  Ooeneel. 
Amos  ifiMS,  Departaead  flC  Hovieic  ead 
Urbeo  Dweieigeept.  451  dliirnlti  Otreet, 

aw..  Wealdnctan.  DiC.  flMM. 

An  zetoraat  matertal  i  uoeirBi  mm  or 
beioee  Apifl  15.  1415.  wm  he  riiilfHid. 
beZoce  adoptlQa  «f  the  final  eefie.  Copies 
of  comments  Submitted  ndB  he  SMthl- 
aMe  for  egnmlnetla  dtartne  tnelBess 
horn  nt  the  ahane  adtpees. 

The  ppopoeed  anwBterenfts  aae  as  iol- 
lon«: 

A  new  Part  405  Is  eBhddiBhed  hi  Sub- 
chapter  A  of  ClnqJter  IT  to  rend  as  1  ol- 
lows: 

PABT  405— TENMUr  SElfiC«MI 

conEfiid 


he  attde  nadfly  ewaltadde  far  caandna- 
tton  hr  andica^  and  other  hdMTffff  d 
iwaarma 

1  40S3  Triuntt  nlfrlinn  criuaaa. 

<a)  Ihnaat  artoftlrai  criletla  aeCerred 
te  he  f  405it  mbart.  aeay  net  aoloaaati- 
ealiy  deny  admisston  to  a  particular  daas, 
eaeept  ae  aaithaaiaed  by  law.  in  cenenil, 
an  appUeant  must  he  Judged  an  the  fands 
of  his  individual  attrihates  and  btbamiar, 
net  tboae  kapubed  to  a  eestaln  olaas  of 
which  the  andicaxit  is  a  msaaber. 

43bi  Grtteria  or  standards  nay  be  ca- 
tahlished  which  reasonably  relate  te  an 
applicant’s  past  performance  in  laeet- 
ii^  financial  obligations,  especially  rent. 
The  provisions  ct  1 425.22<lil  of  this 
chapter  concerning  ability  to  pay  rent 
in  Section  238  projects  apply  to  sub- 
aidiaed  projects  undw'  this  sabpart. 


suhpvt  i  ertwurtnevaabnabaefodwai 

8oc» 

406.1  Applicability. 

405a  'Statement  of  a<lmtsSiQn  pohetea. 

406 S  Tenant  selection  criteria 
405.4  Tertteatten  prooe<l«res. 

40aS  MottOcaattP  to  appTIcaetn. 

Aufuain ;  Sec.  ail,  W  SWt.  OS,  as 

iLmiinftori;  U.&C.  171&bi. 


Subpait  A — Admiaeioa  h>  Sabddtaed 
Projects 

§405.1  4|iplifhilhy. 

This  subpart  applies  to  all  multifamily 
housing  psojects  iorith  the  exception  of 
cooperative  housing  mortgagor  corpora¬ 
tions  or  associations)  which  have  mort¬ 
gages  ineared  oeder  the  Hatianal  Hous¬ 
ing  Act  and  which  receive  the  benefit  of 
subsidy  in  the  form  of  below-market  in¬ 
terest  cates  pursuant  to  section  221<d) 
<t)  aad  (5)  or  interest  reduehtm  pay- 
toents  pursuant  to  section  ‘236  cf  the 
Wationnl  Housing  Aet  or  rent  sapple- 
aaent  payments  under  Seetion  101  cd  the 
Hottsi^  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
IMS.  The  requirements  of  this  subpait 
are  in  addition  te,  not  hi  lieu  of  the 
various  tenant  efig^biiltiy  requirements 
for  subsidiaed  projects  fooud  in  Parts 
215.  221,  2M  and  42S  of  this  titte. 

S  405.2  Siairmf  I  mi  admiaiMwi  policies. 


fc)  Standards  may  also  relate  to 
vhettier  the  conduct  of  such  appihcants 
in  present  and  prior  housing  does  or 
would  he  likely  to  interfere  with  other 
tenants’  health,  safety,  comfort,  and 
enjosmient  of  the  premises.  The  follow¬ 
ing  are  some  of  the  factors  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Bmrtgagor  in  determin¬ 
ing  tenant  s^eetion  criteria  with  respect 
to  conduct  of  applicants  which  could 
militate  against  admission: 

(1)  Record  of  disturbance  of  neigh¬ 
bors,  destruction  of  property,  or  living 
or  housekeeping  habits  which  may  ad¬ 
versely  affect  the  health,  safety,  or  wel¬ 
fare  of  other  tenants. 

<2)  History  of  criminal  activity,  in¬ 
cluding  murder,  rape,  robbery  or  bur¬ 
glary. 

The  time,  nature,  and  extent  of  each  fac¬ 
tor  shall  he  considered  in  determining 
the  effect  on  the  project.  In  the  event 
that  imfavorahle  information  on  an  ap¬ 
plicant  is  received,  consideration  should 
be  given  to  factors  which  indicate  that 
future  ecmduct  is  likely  to  be  more  favor¬ 
able. 

<d)  The  provisions  of  f42621<c)(2) 
of  this  chapter  relating  to  preference  for 
displacees  in  Section  23^  projects  apply 
to  subsidired  projects  under  this  sub- 
part. 


The  mortgagor  chafl  prepare  a 
wrUton  statement  setting  faith  his  ad- 
mteion  policies  and  procedures  aad  tau- 
aat  aeiecyan  mtteria,  which  must  aasnre 
ctojectlvc  and  reasonable  detenalnatlons 
aoid  actlous,  eoneistent  witli  Ws  obMga- 
tlans  under  the  Regaftatory  Agreement 
between  the  tmortgagor  aad  the  Seere- 
tery. 

(b)  Admini^ion  pefirtes  ahaM  reflect 
eeweem  for  the  needs  of  individual  fam- 
Mes  for  lower-income  housing. 

ic)  Admission  procedures  khall  be  de- 
algned  to:  <i)  Determine  those  apph- 
wbo  meet  the  program  chgfljflRy 
iicipiiivmfnts;  <2)  detenwine  ufcether 
there  is  a  reasonable  emarawre  that  ap¬ 
plicants  will  be  able  to  meet  rent  obli¬ 
gations;  and  (3)  screen  out  those  appll- 
eants  whose  habits  and  practioes  are 
likely  to  tiave  a  drtrtmentel  effect  on  the 
fUjsct. 

(d>  Copies  of  tire  etotemrnt  iVMirfi 
Igr  paragraph  (ai  of  IMs  aeotlHi  ehatt 


§  405^  Verification  procodBre. 

Adequate  procedures  shaH  be  devcl- 
oped  to  obtain  and  verify  information 
furntehed  by  each  applicant.  Suggested 
eowrees  of  information  for  verification 
purposes  tnrtude  credit  checks,  home 
visItB  with  applicants,  and  intenriews 
whh  appUeants,  former  landlords,  local 
wetfare  cAoe  employees,  fas^y  social 
wpritecs,  parole  cOoers,  family  court  of¬ 
ficials,  and  drug  treatment  center  of¬ 
ficials.  information  retating  to  acoept- 
anoe  or  rejection  of  an  applicant  Shall 
be  docusteBtedHnd  placed  in  tbe  apph- 
cawthllle. 

§  40S.S  Tfolification  to  opplicanto. 

When  a  detenutoatlQn  has  been  made 
that  an  appUeant  is  inrtigible  or  does 
not  satisfy  the  fenant  selection  criteria, 
tbe  landlord  shall  give  the  applicant 
juximpt  wxflten  notice  of  the  detenntea- 
ttoa.  The  notice  Mali  ststte  the  basis  for 
the  determination  and  state  that  tbs 


applicant  will  be  giyen  an  opportunity 
to  submit  additional  inlormatian  WhMh 
may  be  grounds  for  reeoasiderBllen. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C..  hfarch  lb. 

1975.  _ 

H.  H.  Ossawoae, 
Assistant  Sccretarp  for 
Housing  Mantagemeat. 
(FR  Doc.75-670  mteda-t3-aS;t:4SaBM 


ENV1R0NMEWTA1  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[40CFRTartfl23 

|FZtLat4U3J 

PENNSYLVANIA  IMFlEMENTXnON  PLAN 
Proposed  RevWon 

On  December  26.  1974,  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Pennsylvania  submitted  to  the 
Regional  Administrator  a  proposed  re¬ 
vision  to  the  approved  State  Istgalemen- 
tation  Plan.  The  prapasad  consists  of  a 
modification  to  section  123.13  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Environmental  Resources 
rules  and  regulations,  which  deals  with 
processes.  'The  actual  modification  con¬ 
sists  of  revision  to  Incorporate  a  process 
factor  of  50  pounds  per  ton  of  fin  tor 
pressed,  blown  and  spun  glass  melting 
furnaces. 

The  Commonweallh  has  contendod 
that  based  on  information  submitted  by 
the  Olass  Container  Industry,  the  cm:- 
rent  emission  standard,  which  is  based 
on  grain  loading  requirements,  is  overly 
restrictive  and  should  he  relaxed.  The 
justifications  for  the  relaxations  are  as 
follows: 

1.  In  most  cases,  the  furnaces  ore  lo¬ 
cated  In  areas  where  the  primary  am¬ 
bient  air  qxtality  standards  are  being  met. 

2.  In  recent  years,  emission  reductions 
achieved  by  process  modification  have 
been  significant. 

3.  Satisfactory  air  pollution  control 
equipment  is  very  expensive  aad  would 
lead  to  a  price  increase  of  Ihe  kuiustry’a 
product  that  the  market  areas  for 
jproduct  would  not  support. 

’The  proposed  amendments  to  the 
Pennsylvania  Implementation  Plam  were 
publicly  advertised  and  a  hearing  was 
held  in  PitWbur^  on  April  Si.  1‘974  In 
accordance  with  40  CPR  Part  51,  Re¬ 
quirements  for  Preparatlan,  Adoption 
and  Snlnnittal  of  Imifiementatlon  Flans. 

Ihe  public  Is  invited  to  strtnnit  com- 
'ments  on  whether  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  shotdd  be  approved  or  disappro'ved 
as  required  by  section  110  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  and  40  CTO  Part  51.  Only  com¬ 
ments  received  on  or  before  April  14, 
1475,  win  be  considered.  'The  Admln- 
fetrator’s  decision  to  approve  or  disap¬ 
prove  this  propos^  revision  wHl  be  based 
on  whether  H  meets  the  requirements  of 
section  llOta)  <2)  (A)  <H)  of  the  Clean 
Ah- Aet  and  40  CFR  Part  51. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  amendment  are 
araflable  for  public  inspeeUon  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the  Offices  of 
the  Envlroninentnl  Protoetlaw  Agency, 
Region  m.  Curtis  BsrihHng,8econd  Floor, 
ttzth  and  Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania.  19106;  at  the  Offices  of  the 
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Pennsylvania  Department  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Resources,  Third  and  Locust 
Streets.  Harrisburg.  Pennsylvania,  17120; 
and  at  the  Freedom  of  Informaticm  Cen¬ 
ter.  EPA,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20460.  All  comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Howard  Helm,  Acting  Chief. 
Air  Planning  Branch,  Air  and  Hazardous 
Materials  Division,  EPA,  Region  m, 
Ciulis  Building,  Sixth  and  Walnut 
Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania, 
19106.  (AH008  PA.) 

(43  nB.C.  1857C-6) 

Dated;  March  3, 1975. 

A.  R.  Morris, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

IFR  DOC.7&-66S1  FUtd  3-13-76;8:46  am] 


[40  CFR  Part  52] 

[FRL  343-«] 

COMMONWEALTH  OF  VIRGINIA 
Approval  of  Compliance  Schedules 

Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  as 
amended,  42  n.S.C.  1857c-5,  and  the  im- 
plraienting  regulations  of  40  CFR  Part 
51,  require  each  State  to  submit  a  plan 
which  provides  for  the  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  national  ambient 
air  quality  standards  throughout  the 
State.  Each  such  plan  is  to  contain 
legally  enforceable  compliance  schedules 
setting  forth  the  dates  by  which  all 
stationary  and  mobile  sources  must  be  in 
compliance  with  any  applicable  require¬ 
ment  of  the  plan. 

On  May  31,  1972,  pursuant  to  section 
110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  40  CFR  Part 
51,  the  Administrator  of  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (“EPA”)  ap¬ 
proved  portions  of  the  Virginia  State 
Implementation  Plan  (37  FR  10898) . 

On  August  1,  August  6,  October  17, 
November  20, 1974,  January  10.  and  Jan¬ 
uary  22,  1975,  pursuant  to  40  CFR  51.6, 
the  Commonwealth  of  Virginia  submitted 
for  EPA’s  approval  revisions  to  the  com¬ 
pliance  schedule  portion  of  its  plan.  This 
publication  proposes  that  certain  of  these 
revisions  be  approved.  Others  are  still 
undergoing  review  and  cannot  be  pro¬ 
posed  for  approval  at  this  time.  Each 
pro[>osed  revision  establishes  a  date  by 
which  an  individual  air  pollution  source 
must  attain  compliance  with  an  emis¬ 
sion  limitation  of  the  State  Implementa¬ 
tion  Plan.  This  date  is  Indicated  in  the 
approval  table  below  under  the  heading 
“Final  Compliance  Date.”  While  the 
table  below  contains  only  the  dates  of 
final  compliance,  the  schedules  them¬ 
selves  include  Interim  dates  which  de¬ 
note  increments  of  progress  toward  final 
compliance  in  accordance  with  40  CFR 
51.15(0) .  Both  the  final  and  Interim  dates 
are  federally  enforceable  by  EPA  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended. 

The  “Effective  Date”  column  in  the 
table  below  refers  to  the  date  the  com¬ 
pliance  schedules  become  effective  for 
purposes  of  federal  enforcement. 

ITie  complete  texts  of  the  compliance 
schedules  listed  below  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  following  loca¬ 
tions: 


PROPOSED  RULES 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Region  in 

Curtis  BuUdlng 

Sixth  and  Walnut  Streets 

Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106 

Commonwealth  of  Virginia 

State  Air  PoUutlon  Control  Board 

Room  1106,  Ninth  Street  State  Office 

BuUdlng 

Richmond,  Virginia  23219 
Freedom  of  Information  Center 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
401  M  Street  SW. 

Washington,  D.C.  20460 

Evaluation  Reports  for  the  compliance 
schedules  may  be  examined  at  the  EPA 
Region  HI  ofSce  indicated  above. 

Each  compliance  schedule  has  been 
adopted  by  the  Virginia  State  Air  Pollu¬ 
tion  Control  Board  and  submitted  to  EPA 
after  notice  and  public  hearing  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  procedural  require¬ 
ments  of  40  CTR  51.4. 

Interested  parties  may  participate  in 
the  final  rulemaking  by  submitting  com¬ 
ments  on  whether  the  proposed  revisions 
to  the  Virginia  State  Implementation 
Plan  should  be  approved  or  disapproved 
as  required  by  section  110  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act.  To  be  considered,  comments 
must  be  postmarked  on  or  before  April  14, 
1975.  All  public  comments  received  in  re- 
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gard  to  the  proposed  revisions  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the  EPA 
Region  in  office  in  Philadelphia.  Peim- 
sylvania  and  at  the  ERA  Freedom  of 
Information  Headquarters  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  The  Administrator’s  decision  to 
approve  or  disapprove  the  proposed  revi¬ 
sions  is  based  upon  the  requirements  of 
section  110(a)(2)  (A-H)  of  the  C7ean 
Air  Act  as  amended  and  the  EPA  regu¬ 
lations  published  in  40  CER  Part  51. 
Comments  should  be  directed  to  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency,  Region 
in,  (Turtls  Building.  Sixth  and  Walnut 
Stilts,  Philadelnhla,  Pennsylvania 
19106,  Attention:  Peter  J.  Smith. 

(42  U.S.C.  18670-5) 

Dated;  March  5. 1975. 

Danusl  Snyder, 

Regional  Administrator. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  52  of 
Chapter  I,  'ntle  40  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  as  follows: 

Subpart  W— Virginia 

Section  52.2435(g)  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  table  as  follows: 

§  52.2435  Compliance  schedules. 

(g)  ♦  *  • 


Source 


American  Flltron  Con) . 

American  Furniture  CJo . 

Appalachian  Power  Co . 

Bassett  Furniture  Ind.,  Inc... 

Do . 

Brenco,  Inc . 

Burlington  Industries . 

Do . 

Do . 

Burruss  Land  and  Lumber 
Co. 

Do . 

Charles  D.  Roberts  Co . 

Dan  River  Mills,  Dan  River 
Knits. 

Dan  River  Mills,  Riverside 
Division. 

V.  M.  Draper  Manulacturing 
Co.,  Inc. 

Evans  Products  Co . 

Felton  Brothers  Transit  Mix, 
Inc. 

Franklin  Veneer  Co . 

Oraham-White  Manul^'tur- 
Ing  Co.  ' 

Gravely  Furniture  Co . 

Quyer- Roberts  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Division,  Franklin 

Hallfa^Ston  Mills  Inc . 

Hampton  Hardwood . 


Hooker  Furniture  Co.., 
Imperial  Briquet  Corp. 
John  Marshall  Hotel... 
The  Lane  Corp . . 


Location 

State  regulation  (s) 
Involved 

Date  of 
adoption 

Effective 

date 

Richmond... 

4.02 . 

.  Dec.  10,1974 

Martinsville.. 

4.04.01 . 

.  June  27, 1974 

. do . 

Glen  Lyn.... 

4.02,  4.03 . 

.  Nov.  7,1974 

. do . 

Bassett . 

4.04.01(b)(9) . 

.  June  25,  1974 

. do . 

4.02,  4.03,  4.04 . 

Petersburg... 

4.02.01,4.04.01  (b)(10) 

.  Dec.  19,1974 

. do . 

Altavista. ... 

4.02.01,4.03.01 . 

.  June  21, 1974 

. do . 

ClarkesviUe. . 

4.08.01 . 

.  June  24, 1974 

Glasgow... 

4.02.01 . 

.  Sept.  9,1974 

Brookneal. .. 

4.04 . 

.  June  25, 1974 

. do . 

4.04 . 

Kenbridg^... 

4.02.01,  4.04.02 . 

.  June  26, 1974 

. do . 

4.02 . 

.  June  24, 1974 

. do . 

4.02 . 

Martinsville.. 

4.03,  4.04 . 

..  June  27.1974 

. do . 

Final 

compliance 

date 


Lone  Jack  Limestone  Co.,  Inc. 
Lone  Star  Ind.  Carapostella 
Plant. 

MW  Manufacturers . 

Mead  Paperboard  Products... 
Miller  Manufacturing  C'o.,  Inc. 
Newport  News  Shipbuilding 
ana  Dry  Dock  Co. 

O.K.  Foundry  Co.,  Inc . 

Ossit,  Inc . 

Premier  Mlllwork  and  Lum¬ 
ber  Co. 

Pulaski  Furniture  Co . 

Reynolds  Metals  Co . 


Do. 


Dosweli . 

Ontario . 

4.04.01  (b)(9),  4.02,01, 
4.03.01. 

4.04 . 

July  2, 1974 

July  1, 1974 

June  24, 1974 
Jan.  7, 1975 

Rocky  Mount. 

4.08.01 . 

4.04 . 

. do. 

Ridgeway . 

Rocky  Mount. 

4.04 . 

June  24, 1974 

4.08.01 . 

South  Boston. 

4.02.01, 4.08.01 . 

June  21, 1074 

. do. 

Newport 

Nows. 

Martinsville... 

4.04 . . . 

Nov.  15, 1974 

June  27,1974 
June  25,1974 

4.02,  4.03, 4.04 . 

Kenbrldge.... 

4.02.01 . 

Richmond.... 

4.03.01,4.02.01 . 

July  1, 1974 

. do. 

Altavista . 

4.02.01,  4.08.01, 

June  27,1974 

. do. 

Port  Royal.... 

4.04.01. 

4.02,  4.04 . . 

June  26,1974 
Ju'y  1, 1974 

Rockville . 

4.04.01(b)(2) . 

. do. 

Martinsville... 

4.02.01,  4.03.01, 

June  21,1074 

Glasgow . 

4.04.01. 

4.04 . 

Dec.  11.1974 
June  28,1974 

Norfolk.. . 

4.04.01,  4.04.02 . 

. do. 

Rocky  Mount. 
Lynenbura... 
Richmond,... 

4.08.01,  4.04.01 . 

June  24.1974 
June  21.1974 

4.08.01 . .*. . 

4.02,  4.08,  4.04.01(b)(9).  July  2. 1974 

. do. 

NewportNews. 

4.04,  4.07 . 

June  27, 1974 

Richmond.... 

4.02.01, 4.04.01(b)(10).. 

June  28. 1974 

Bluefleld . 

4.02.01(a)(2) . 

Dec.  28,1974 
Jan.  9, 1975 

Virginia 

4.04 . 

Beach. 

Pulaski . 

4.02,  4.04 . 

June  27,1974 

Bellwood 

4.04.01(b) (10),  4.02.01.. 

June  28, 1974 

Plantation. 

Bellwood 

4.04.01(b)  (10),  f  02.01.. 

July  2, 1974 

SnMltlng 

Plantation. 

Apr.  80,197S 
May  81,197S 
Apr.  ao,197S 
June  30, 1975 
Do. 

Apr.  30,1975 
June  30, 1975 
Do. 

June  1, 1975 
June  30, 1975 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

June  15,1975 

Apr.  15,1975 

June  30, 1975 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

June  1,1975 

June  80,1975 
Do. 

Do. 

Apr.  30,1975 

Apr.  15,1975 
May  15,1975 
June  30,1975 

Apr.  15,1975 
May  15,1975 

June  80,1975 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

June  1,1975 
A|V.  20, 1975 
,  June  1,1975 

June  30, 1978 
,  Apr.  15,1975 


IkK 
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FKOPD5H)  muxs 


etala  wgtiltiUon(s) 

Dat«  o( 

Eflectiae 

Find  ' 

JaToWed 

adoption 

date 

uoa^UMae 

PixliwawH  Aiasia  /1ft 

Jawiiin- . 
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FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION  . 

[18  CFR  Pmt  1413 

(Oooket  Vo.  BM75-A3] 

MONTHLY  POWER  STATEMENT 
Proposed  New  Tonii 

March  6,  197S. 

NcMce  is  given  pursuant  to  section  553 
of  Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code  and 
eectkm  S09  of  the  f'ederal  Posner  Act  (49 
StSL  85S.  16  U.SX:.  825hJ ,  that  the  Com- 
xnlsrian  is  proposing  to  amend  1 141.56, 
Part  141,  e«d»chapter  Approved 
Forma.  F^eral  Power  Act,  Oiapter  X, 
Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Fedeied  Regula¬ 
tions.  ao  as  to  prescribe  a  new  Federal 
Power  Ccxnmission  Form  No.  12E-2.  The 
present  H*C  Porm  No.  12E-1,  Monthly 
Power  Statement,  as  prescribed  by  Com¬ 
mission  Order  No.  510,  39  FR  24629, 
would  be  superseded.  The  proposed  new 
ixrm  <eopy  attached)  wrowld  ^  entitled 
“FPC  Form  12E-2,  Monthly  Power 
Statement.”  The  various  schedule  pages 
of  the  new  form  would  he  prescribed  in 
a  refised  i  141J6  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  nndet  the  Federal  Pow^ 
Act. 

The  proposed  new  Form  12E-2  gener¬ 
ally  revises  the  current  report  form  to 
eliminate  the  coUectian  of  <«tain  data 
which  no  longer  senre  a  nseftfl  purpose. 
It  iwoiddes  for  the  coUectioH  af  current 
repotting  mcmVti  eperaitiag  data  ^  en- 
tfgy.  peak  load,  capacity  and  Related  ca¬ 
pacity  availabilities.  It  also  provides  for 
Qie  ccBloction  of  detailed  npemtlng  data 
on  peak  load,  capaotty,  and  capacilr 
transfers  relative  to  the  near-term  peak 
period  power  supply  oopfMttops.  It  ciarl- 
fles  and  perfects  reporting  procedures 
coreiing  capacity  and  blsib  voltage 
tmaamlfTTlnn  lines  under  eanstmetten, 
plasmed  for  inStattatfon  or  Uhange.  ft 
the  ma^jnr  mnsisn  and  casaes 
for  and  eSeois  -of  d^ays  and  cancella¬ 
tions  in  the  schediiling  of  major  gener- 
nUng  nnite  and  tsigh  nDlfeane  tmnaniin- 
slon  lines. 

The  propoeed  -new  Form  llE-2  Is  com¬ 
prised  of  sections  of  Instructions  for  Fil¬ 
ing.  Identlflcatioo.  and  five  schedules: 


et!h«Oule  1 — Reporting  Montb  Bnergy  and 
Teak  VomA  Data. 

ScheOne  2 — 9Vear-tei<m  Beaaonal  Peak 
Hour  Data. 

aehed\iia  8 — OaiMcatting  tJnlt  Additions, 
nhangea,  Delays,  Delerrals,  and  Canoellatlons 
(Ten  Year) , 

Schedule  4 — ^Transmission  Une  Additions, 
CHkstnges,  Delairs,  Deferrals,  and  CanceUatlons 
■(Six  Year) , 

Schedule  6— Energy  and  Peak  Load  Fore¬ 
cast  (Ten  Year). 

The  report  would  be  required  from 
those  systems  as  identilied  in  the  at¬ 
tached  prenoeed  respondent  list  and  as 
amended  upon  notice  in  the  Federal 
Racister.  The  proposed  respondents 
would  provide  an  estimated  95  percent 
or  more  coverage  of  the  50  United  States 
based  on  “net  energy  for  load”  and  al¬ 
most  ciMnptete  coverage  of  those  systems 
wrlth  bulk  power  facilities. 

Within  the  recent  several  years,  devel- 
cipments  auod  -occurrences  of  relatively 
rapid  change  in  electric  utility  load 
growth  patterns  and  expansion  plans 
throc^hout  the  United  States  have  ao- 
centuated  Federal  Power  Uommissian 
responsibilities  under  the  Federal  Power 
Act  for  adequacy  and  reliability  of  eleo- 
tiic  supidy.  Several  of  the  major  areas 
of  concern  underlying  the  continuing 
adequacy  and  reliability  problem  Are 
those  of  delays  and  deferrals  in  gener¬ 
ating  and  transmission  equipment  in- 
service  dattes  from  those  ju'evlotKly  -pro¬ 
jected  dates  and  those  of  cancellations  43C 
planned  capacity  and  transmission  addi¬ 
tions.  The  Commission’s  regulatoxy  re- 
sponaihilities  and  the  partietpatton  of 
Commission  members  and  staff  in  activi¬ 
ties  of  Inter-govenuuttktsl  groups  10- 
quire  an  availability  of  current  and 
timely  information  on  the  status  of  new 
and  pkumed  facilities  with  reasons  for 
any  recent  changes  thereof  and  xesultant 
effects  on  power  supply.  Amowg  others, 
these  activlttes  faichule  parttriputloo  In 
Congressional  hearings,  liaison  work  with 


Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  and  the 
Nnvironmehtal  Protection  Agency,  and 
other  related  in*ograms  involving  energy 
matters.  The  Commission  also  receives 


eontlxulng  requBits  lor  xaureht 
Uwieiy  iaf onasation  on  cledtric  utility  ck- 
paasion  plans  and  growth  fcom  public 
groups  awd  inutitutioas  aloug  with  iadus- 
LNal  oiganiEations.  Infoitnation  related 
to  their  requests  has  been  and  will  eon- 
tinue  to  be  available  in  Commissioa  pub¬ 
lished  documents  for  public  use. 

Tbe  Oouunission  currentbr  cdUaote 
monthly  data  submUtad  on  FPC  Farm 
12E-1  to  support  analyses  of  current  sMu- 
ations  and  evaluations  and  near-tenn 
future  situations,  including  load  supply 
studies  and  bulk  power  systeai  construc¬ 
tion  delays.  Experience  indicates  that 
under  present  industry  conditions  the 
data,  as  currently  requested  or  Form 
12E-1,  are  not  of  sufficiest  content  nor 
adequately  defined  under  current  prac¬ 
tice  to  ensure  valid  analysis  and  requests 
for  timely  information  without  fiu-ther 
recourse  to  burdenstnne  telephonic  re¬ 
quests  to  the  industry  for  suppiemental 
information  and  time-consuming  recon¬ 
ciliation  -with  other  data  sources.  Ateo.  ex¬ 
perience  indicates  that  the  number  of  re- 
spoiulents  can  be  reduced  without  aignif- 
Icantly  affecting  the  desired  coverage  nf 
tndk  power  supply  in  the  60  United  Btates 
smd  that  the  frequency  of  reportiiM  does 
not  significantly  s^ept  tiie  -currency  iff 
eertain  data.  Oonsequently,  revisions  la 
the  mmithly  reporting  form  are  proposed 
to  alleviate  the  above  deficiencies  and  at 
the  same  time  reduce  the  frequency  iff 
reporting  of  certain  data  for  the  proposed 
respondents  and  reduce  the  burden  of 
reporting  of  some  present  Form  12E-1  re¬ 
spondents  whose  system  operations  do 
not  affect  the  Nation’s  bulk  power  supply 
systems.  Also,  tbe  pre^josed  revisions  ee- 
structxue  the  actual  energy  axw)  peak  load 
data  for  tbe  reporting  nMXith  on  to  one 
schedule  and  the  near-term  hour  fore¬ 
cast  data  on  to  another  schedide.  This 
nan  improve  many  respondents’  ability  to 
meet  ^e  filing  date  since  often  the  actual 
data  are  not  as  readily  available  in  the 
detail  requested  for  tbe  near-term  peMc 
hour  data  and.  furthermore,  separate  de¬ 
partments  within  a  utility  may  be  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  jwspective  aotuad  and 
forecast  data. 

The  proposed  revised  Schedule  1  to  be 
fiubmltted  monthly  win  include  the  ac¬ 
tual  reporting  month  energy  and  peak 
load  data  and  average  generating  espa- 
hility  availahle  on  scheduled  mainte- 
nanoe,  on  forced  outage  and  alher  rea¬ 
sons.  Schedule  2  wHl  include  the  wear- 
term  peak  hour  data  of  simfiar  content  as 
present  Schedules  2  and  4.  Schedule  2 
adU  be  aubmitted  quarterly.  The  proposed 
Rehedules  3  and  4  are  the  ten-year  gen¬ 
erating  unit  and  six-yeay  tii  ■awiiisiiioii 
Une  plans  including  detafls  of  delays, 
heienaLls,  jmd  canoeUatlKxs.  Tbe  pro- 
pcaed  Schedules  2  and  4  are  atanllar  In 
format,  and  content  to  the  preaent  Sched- 
ates  3  and  £  amd  wiM  be  wduattted  quar- 
tecty  for  tbe  complete  ptaaning  periods. 
The  pmpoaed  Sclmdule  S  will  tochaie  the 
previousb  nnsnileitod  iafamatlaD  on 


-posed  Schedule  2  and  wW  he  eUiteWted 
quarterly.  In  addition,  Scheddles  ? 
through  5  would  be  submitted  for  any 


the  Federal  Energy  AdnunuAimion,  tbe  energy  and  peak  load  f  oracaaki  cswerlng 

the  tea-year  pianutag  perieff  of  tbe  pra- 
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month  where  the  requested  data  have 
changed  from  that  reported  In  the  pre¬ 
vious  quarter. 

The  proposed  FPC  Ponn  12E— 2  is  in¬ 
tended  to  provide  the  Commission  and 
others  with  timely  electric  system  data 
from  major  electric  utilities  in  the  50 
United  States  to  facilitate  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  status  reports  and  analyses  of 
expansion  plans  and  near-term  seasonal 
ppair  load  periods.  Furthermore,  it  wlH 
enable  the  Commission  to  monitor  prog¬ 
ress  toward  the  constantly  moving  tar¬ 
get  of  building  and  maintaining  amade- 
quate  and  reliable  electric  suwly  under 
increasingly  changing  conditions  for  the 
electric  utilities. 

Any  Interested  person  may  submit  to 
the  Federal  Power  Commission.  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20426.  not  later  than  April  7. 
1975.  data,  views,  comments  or  sugges¬ 
tions  in  writing  concerning  the  proposed 
revised  report  forms  and  regulations. 
Written  submittals  will  be  placed  in  the 
Commission’s  public  files  and  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public  Informa¬ 
tion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  during'reg- 
ular  business  hours.  The  Commission  will 
consider  all  such  written  submittals  be¬ 
fore  acting  on  the  matters  herein  pro¬ 
posed.  An  original  and  14  conformed 
copies  should  be  filed  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission.  Submittals  to  the 
Comniission  should  indicate  the  name, 
title,  mailing  address,  and  telephone 
number  of  the  person  to  whom  communi¬ 
cations  concerning  the  proposal  should 
be  addressed  and  whether  the  person  fil¬ 
ing  them  requests  a  conference  with  the 
staff  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission  to 
discuss  the  proposed  revisions  in  the  re¬ 
port  forms  and  regulations.  Ihe  staff,  in 
its  discretion,  may  grant  or  deny  re¬ 
quests  for  conference. 

The  proposed  report  form  and'  regula¬ 
tions  would  be  issued  pursuant  to  the 
authority  of  the  Commission  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act.  49  Stat.  838, 18  UJ3.C. 
791(a)  etseq..  particularly  sections  4(a). 
301(a).  302(b),  303.  304.  309.  and  311  (41 
Stat.  1065.  49  Stat  839.  854.  855.  858.  858. 
859;  16  U.S.C.  797(a).  825(a).  825a(b). 
825b.  825c.  825h, 825j). 

'The  following  are  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  S  141.56,  Part  141.  Chapter  I. 
Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions: 

1.  Revise  the  title  and  entire  text  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  141.56  Form  No.  12K-1,  Moallilr 
Power  Statement. 

(For  those  systems,  all  as  identlfled  in 

Appendix  A^  to  Order  No. _ ,  issued 

- ,  and  as  amended  upon 

notice  in  the  Federal  Register.) 

(a)  The  revised  FE*C  Form  12S-2, 
Monthly  Power  Statement,  including  the 
revised  instructions  and  schedules  there¬ 
in  contained,  be  the  same  hereby  ap¬ 
proved  and  adopted. 

(b)  nv  Form  No.  12E-3  contains  thA 
following  schedules : 


^  mad  as  pact  or  the  aelglnal  docuBieae. 


Xnatruetloaa  and  IdentlflcaWon. 

Schsduls  1 — Beportliig  Monthly  Waergy 
and  Peak  Load  Data. 

Sdiedulo  3 — Maar-Term  Haeannal  Paak 
Eour  Data. 

Schedule  S — Oeaerattag  Uatt  aertltlfiwt 
Changes,  Delaya,  DefemUa,  and  Cancelta- 
tlons  (Ten  Year) . 

Schedule  4 — TransxnlaBlon  Line  Addlttons, 
Changes,  Delays,  Deterrals,  and  Cancellations 
(ShrTesr). 

Schedule  6 — Forecast  Energy  and  Peak 
Load  Data  (Ten  Year) . 

(c)  Each  cmrporation,  person,  agency, 
authority,  or  other  legal  entity  or  in¬ 
strumentality,  whether  public  or  private, 
which  operates  facilities  for  the  genera¬ 
tion  or  transmisslcxi,  or  distribution  of 
electric  energy  aU  as  identified  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  A,  Order  No. _ _  issued _ 

_ _  and  as  amended  upon  no¬ 
tice  in  the  Federal  Register,  should 
hereafter  prepare  and  file  monthly  with 
the  Commission  such  report  in  such  form 
as  is  required  by  said  instructions  and 
schedules,  setting  forth  answers  to  the 
questions  therein  stated,  and  furnished 
information  therein  called  for. 

2.  Revise  Form  12E-1,  prescribed  by 
i  141.56,  Chapter  I.  Title  18  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  all  as  set  out  In 
Appendix  B  *  hereto. 

'Thp  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt  pul^- 
lication  of  this  notice  to  be  made  in  the 
^DKRAL  Register. 

By  direction  of  the  CommissioiL 

Kenveth  F.  PLTJin, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-9681  FUed  3-13-75:8:45  ami 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
[  17  CFR  Part  275] 

[Release  No.  IA-442.  FUe  No.  87^55] 

INVESTMENT  ADVISER  DISCLOSURE  AND 

RECORD4(EEPING  REQUIREMENTS 

Notice  of  Propoced  Rulemaking 

Notice  is  hereby  given  ihat  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  CTommission  (“Com¬ 
mission”)  has  under  considesation  the 
adoption  of  new  Rule  206(4) -4  and  new 
paragraph  (14)  of  Rule  204-2(a)  (17 
CFR  275.204-2  (a) )  under  the  Investmmt 
Advisers  Act  of  1940  (“Advisers  Act”) 
(15  U.S.C.  80b-l  et  seq.)  which  would 
require  investment  advisers  to  furnish 
clients  and  prospective  clients  with  writ¬ 
ten  disclosure  statements  containing  cer¬ 
tain  specified  information  and  meeting 
certain  conditions,  and  to  mailntain  a 
copy  of  such  written  statements,  and  any 
amendments  or  revisions  thereof,  in  their 
books  and  records.  Proposed  new  Rule 
208(4) -4  would  be  adopted  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  In  sections  206 
(4)  (15  UJ3.C.  80b-8(4) ).  206A  (15  UB.C. 
80b-6a)  and  211  (a)  (15  UB.C.  80b-ll 
(a) )  of  the  Advisers  Act;  proposed  new 
paragraph  (14)  of  Rule  204-2(a)  would 
be  adopted  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  sectiom  204  (15  URD.  80b- 


*  Filed  M  part  of  the  original  document. 


4).  206(4),  206A  and  211(a>  the  Ad¬ 
visers  Act. 

Section  206(4)  of  the  Act  authorlaes 
the  Commission  to  define  and  prescribe 
means  reasonably  designed  to  prevent 
such  acts,  practices,  and  courses  of  busi¬ 
ness  as  are  fraudulent,  deceptive  or 
manipulative.  The  Commission  believes 
that  it  is  sqipropriate  to  implemoit  at 
this  time  a  requirement  under  sectkm 
206(4)  that  investment  advisers  provide 
their  clients  and  prospective  clients  with 
written  disclosure  statements  which  de¬ 
scribe  certain  important  facets  of  the 
investment  adviser’s  business  opOTati<Hui, 
procedures  and  ability  to  perform  the 
services  it  offers.  ’The  Commission  con¬ 
siders  the  most  important  aspect  of  this 
disclosure  requirement  to  be  that  per¬ 
taining  to  the  qualifications  of  advisory 
personnel.  It  is  expected  that  reruired 
disclosure  of  these  qualifications  will  en¬ 
able  customers  to  compare  the  qusdifica- 
tkms  of  different  advisors  and  will  result 
in  efforts  by  investment  advisers  to  main¬ 
tain  at  a  high  level  the  comnetence  and 
qualifications  of  the  persons  they  employ. 

Although  some  investment  advisers  are 
already  providing  their  clients  and  pro- 
^>ective  clients  with  much  of  the  infor¬ 
mation  required  by  proposed  Rule  206 
(4) -4,  in  many  instances  this  informa¬ 
tion  not  generally  made  available  to 
such  persons.  Further,  althouah  much 
of  the  infmmation  that  would  be  In¬ 
cluded  in  the  proposed  written  disclosure 
statement  currently  appears  in  Form 
AOV  and  is,  therefore,  available  to  the 
public,  access  to  these  Xorms  is  rar^ 
requested  by  most  clients  and  prosnectlve 
clients.  Nevertheless,  the  Commission  be¬ 
lieves  that  it  is  imnortant  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors  that  information  con¬ 
tained  in  Form  AOV  and  certain  other 
information  be  brought  to  the  attention 
of  clients  and  prospective  clients  before 
they  enter  into  or  continue  their  rela¬ 
tionships  with  investment  advisers. 

Contents  of  the  written  disdosvre 
statement.  Pairagranh  (b)  of  proposed 
Rule  206(4) -4  sets  forth  those  items  of 
disclosure  which  must  be  covered  in  the 
written  disclosure  statement  reonired  by 
the  proposed  rule,  (generally,  these  dis¬ 
closures  will  fall  into  the  following  cate¬ 
gories:  Qualifications  of  personnri;  serv¬ 
ices  offered;  advisory  procedures  and 
practices;  affiliations  with  broker- 
dealers;  and  advisory  fees.  Many  of  the 
disclosure  requirements  are  s^-exfdan- 
atory ;  however,  partictdar  attention 
should  be  given  to  certain  aspects  at 
these  requirements  as  discussed  below. 

With  respect  to  qualifications  of  per¬ 
sonnel,  it  should  be  noted  that  subpara¬ 
graph  (7)  requires  the  individual  back¬ 
grounds  only  of  persons  whose  authority 
extends  to  making  final  decisions  on 
which  securities  recommendations  will 
be  made  by  an  investment  adviser,  or  to 
which  clients  particular  recommenda¬ 
tions  will  be  given.  It  is  expected,  how¬ 
ever.  that  an  advisory  personnel  of  an 
Investment  adviser  will  meet  the  general 
quaUfications  standards  dleelosed  pursu¬ 
ant  to  subparagraph  (6)  unless  wpedSc 
disclosure  is  made  as  to  the  conditions 
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and  circumstances  imder  which  these 
standards  may  not  be  met. 

Paragraph  (b)  (8)  (ii)  requires  disclo¬ 
sure  of  any  pre-paid  advisory  fee  ar¬ 
rangements  required  by  an  investment 
adviser.  As  a  general  matter,  such  pre¬ 
paid  fees  should  be  refunded  on  a  pro¬ 
rata  basis  for  services  which  are  not 
rendered  by  an  investment  adviser.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  conditions  and  arrange¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  refunding  pre-paid 
advisory  fees  should  be  disclosed.  In  this 
regard,  the  Commission  notes  that  many 
investment  advisory  contracts  contain 
provisions  for  termination  by  the  invest¬ 
ment  advisor  or  by  advisory  clients. 
Paragraph  (b)(9)  requires  disclosure 
concerning  such  termination  rights  when 
they  exist. 

Paragraph  (c)  requires  additicmal  dis- 
closiires  in  the  written  statements  used 
by  investment  advisers  who  provide  ac¬ 
count  management  services  whether  or 
not  on  a  discretionary  basis.  Ihese  re¬ 
quirements  relate,  graerally,  to  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  procedures  for  the  man¬ 
agement  and  supervision  of  clients’  se¬ 
curities  accoimts. 

Written  disclosure  statements  should 
also  contain  the  statement  required  by 
paragraph  (d)(1)  that  the  Commi^on 
has  not  passed  upon  the  contents,  ac¬ 
curacy  or  adequacy  of  the  statement. 
The  written  statements  should  not  be 
filed  with  the  Commission,  but  must  be 
retained  by  investment  advisers  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  proposed  new  paragraph 
(14)  of  Rule  204-2(a) .  It  is  expected  that 
these  statements  will  be  reviewed  by  the 
staff  of  the  Commission  as  part  of  the 
Commission’s  investment  adviser  inspec¬ 
tion  program. 

Hie  proposed  rule  contemplates  that 
the  written  statements  may  be  used  by 
investment  advisers  as  part  of  their  ad¬ 
vertising  or  sales  literature.  In  this  re¬ 
gard,  investment  advisers  could  include 
other  information  in  their  written  dis¬ 
closure  statements.  Whether  or  not  such 
additional  information  is  Included,  the 
written  statement  as  a  whole  must  com¬ 
ply  with  Rule  206(4) -1  under  the  Ad¬ 
visers  Act  relating  to  advertisements  by 
investment  advisers. 

Further,  a  number  of  investment  ad¬ 
visers  provide  more  thsm  one  tsre  of  in¬ 
vestment  advisory  service.  These  invest¬ 
ment  EMlvisers  would  not  be  precluded 
under  proposed  Rule  206  (4) -4  fixxn  us¬ 
ing  two  or  more  written  statements  con¬ 
taining  different  infmmation  designed 
for  the  particular  type  of  service  dis¬ 
cussed  therein.  Copies  of  all  written 
statements  furnished  to  any  clients  or 
prospective  clients  should,  however,  be 
retained  in  accordance  with  proposed 
paragraph  (14)  of  Rule  204-2(a). 

Delivery  and  amendment  require- 
numts.  Proposed  Rule  206(4) -4  requires, 
generally,  that  investment  advisers  fur¬ 
nish  a  written  disclosure  statement  to 
every  client  and  prospective  client  not 
less  than  48  boiu^  prior  to  entering  into, 
extending  or  renewing  any  investment 
advisory  ccmtract  with  such  persons.  The 
48  hour  time  period  is  designed  to  afford 
clients  and  i»t>spectlve  clients  an  oppor¬ 


tunity  to  consider  carefully  the  dis- 
closmes  contained  in  the  written 
statements. 

Under  the  Rule  as  proposed,  invest¬ 
ment  advisers  are  specifically  exempted 
from  the  requirement  of  furnishing  a 
written  disclosure  statement  to  any 
client  which  is  an  investment  company 
registered  under  the  Investment  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1940  (15  U.S.C.  80a-l  et  seq.) . 
This  exception  is  based  on  the  fact  that 
investment  advisers  are  already  required 
pursuant  to  section  15(c)  of  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  (15  U.S.C.  80a-15(c) ) 
to  provide  extensive  disclosures  to  the 
boards  of  directors  of  investment  com¬ 
panies  and  that  those  disclosiires  should 
encompass  at  least  the  information  that 
would  appear  in  the  proposed  written  dis¬ 
closure  statement. 

Paragraph  (f)  of  proposed  Rule  206 
(4) -4  provides  investment  advisers  with 
an  optional  exemption  from  the  48  hour 
prior  delivery  requirements  imder  cer¬ 
tain  conditions.  Ihis  optional  exemption 
has  been  included  because  many  invest¬ 
ment  advisers  who  provide  periodic  pub¬ 
lications  or  reports  on  a  subscri^ion 
basis  permit  clients  to  purchase  their 
services  by  responding  to  newspaper  or 
magazine  advertisements.  The  48  hour 
prior  delivery  requirement  may  unneces¬ 
sarily  disrupt  this  marketing  procedure. 

Accordingly,  the  alternative  provided 
in  paragraph  (f)  is  available  for  invest¬ 
ment  advisers  with  respect  to  all  clients 
and  prospective  clients  who  are  not  pur¬ 
chasing  account  management  services. 
This  alternative  requires  that  investment 
advisers  furnish  written  statements  to 
clients  and  prospective  clients  not  later 
than  30  days  subsequent  to  entering  into, 
extending  or  renewing  any  investment 
advisory  contract  and,  further,  that  such 
investment  advisory  contract  must  pro¬ 
vide  that  it  can  be  rescinded  by  such 
client  or  prospective  client  without  pen¬ 
alty  within  five  business  days  after  the 
client  or  prospective  client  has  received 
the  written  statement. 

If  a  statement  becomes  materially  in¬ 
accurate  for  any  reason,  paragraph  (e) 
requires  that  it  should  not  be  given  to 
any  client  or  prospective  client  until  it 
is  amended  or  revised  to  correct  the  in¬ 
accuracy. 

It  should  also  be  noted  that  proposed 
Rule  206 (4) -4  does  not  attempt  to  de¬ 
fine  acts,  practices  or  courses  of  business 
that  are  fraudulent,  deceptive  or  manip¬ 
ulative.  Rather,  this  proposal  sets  forth 
a  means  reasonably  designed  to  prevent 
the  occurrence  of  such  acts,  practices 
and  courses  of  business  in  accordance 
with  the  authority  contained  in  section 
206(4)  oi  the  Advisers  Act.  Nevertheless, 
the  making  of  false  representations  in,  or 
the  omission  of  material  facts  from,  the 
proposed  written  statement  could  con¬ 
stitute  a  fraudulent  or  deceptive  act, 
practice  or  course  of  business  within  the 
meaning  of  section  206  of  the  Advisers 
Act. 

Finally,  proposed  Rule  206(4) -4  ex¬ 
pressly  provides  in  paragraph  (g)  that  it 
is  not  to  be  viewed  as  being  the  only 
disclosure  requirement  to  which  invest¬ 


ment  advisers  are  subject.  Thus,  to  the 
extent  that  Investment  advisers  are  re¬ 
quired  pursuant  to  any  provision  of  the 
Advisers  Act  or  the  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder  to  disclose  any  other  infor¬ 
mation  not  required  by  the  proposed 
Rule,  they  would  still  be  required  to 
make  such  disclosures  and,  where  appro¬ 
priate,  the  written  disclosure  statement 
could  be  usee*  for  that  purpose.  It  is  an¬ 
ticipated.  moreover,  that  this  statement 
could  be  used  to  provide  other  disclosures 
which  the  investment  advisers  may  be  re¬ 
quired  to  make  under  oUier  federal  se¬ 
curities  laws. 

It  should  be  noted  that  proposed  Rule 
206(4)-4  would  not  specifically  require 
that  investment  advisers  notify  clients  of 
material  changes  ether  than  by  means 
of  a  disclosure  statement  required  to  be 
delivered  at  the  time  when  their  con¬ 
tracts  are  entered  into,  extended  or  re¬ 
newed.  Although  such  disclosure  other¬ 
wise  might  be  reouired  by  the  provisions 
of  Section  206,  the  Commission  Invites 
comments  on  whether  inveshnent  ad¬ 
visers  specifically  should  be  required  to 
notify  clients  of  any  such  material 
changes,  either  by  delivery  of  a  revised 
disclosure  statement  or  by  letter  describ¬ 
ing  the  material  changes,  withm  a  rea¬ 
sonable  time,  say  30  days,  after  the 
changes  have  occurred.  Based  on  its  re¬ 
view  of  the  comments,  the  Commission 
may  determine  to  include  such  a  require¬ 
ment  either  in  Rule  206(4) -4  or  in  a 
companion  rule. 

The  text  of  proposed  subparagraph 
(14)  of  §  275.204-2(a)  is  as  follows: 

§  275.204—2  Books  and  records  to  be 

'  maintained  by  investment  advisers. 

(a)  Every  Investment  adviser  who 
makes  use  of  the  mails  or  of  any  means 
or  instrumentality  of  interstate  com¬ 
merce  in  connection  with  his  or  its  busi¬ 
ness  as  an  investment  adviser  (other  than 
one  specifically  exempted  from  registra¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  Section  203(b)  (15 
UJ3.C.  80b-3(b))  of  the  Act)  shall  make 
and  keep  true,  accurate  and  current  the 
following  books  and  records  relating  to 
his  investment  advisory  business: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(14)  A  copy  of  each  written  statement, 
and  each  amendment  or  revision  thereof, 
given  or  sent  to  any  client  or  prospective 
client  of  such  investment  adviser  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  9  275.- 
206(4) -4  under  the  Act,  and  an  indica¬ 
tion  of  the  first  and  last  dates  that  each 
written  statement,  and  each  amendment 
or  revision  thereof,  was  given  to  any 
client  or  prospective  client. 

•  •  *  •  • 

The  text  of  proposed  9  275.206(4) -4  is 
as  follows: 

§  275.206(4)— 4  Written  discloenre  state¬ 
ments. 

(a)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  in¬ 
vestment  adviser: 

(1)  To  enter  into,  extend  or  renew  any 
Investment  advisory  contract  with  any 
client  or  prospective  client  (other  than 
an  Investment  company  registered  under 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940), 
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or  in  any  way  to  perform  any  such  con'* 
tract  entered  into,  extended  or  renewed 
on  or  after  the  effective  date  of  this  rule, 
unless  such  investment  adviser  furnishes 
such  client  or  prospective  client  with  a 
written  statement  complylnff  with  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  through  (e)  of  this  section 

(i)  not  less  than  48  hours  prior  to  en¬ 
tering  into,  extending  or  renewing  such 
contract,  or  (ii)  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (f)  of  this  section:  or 

(2)  To  furnish  any  client  or  prospec¬ 
tive  Ghent  with  a  written  statement  re- 
qxilred  by  this  rule  whldi  contains  any 
untrue  statement  of  a  material  fact  <x' 
which  is  otherwise  false  or  misleading, 
or  which  does  not  otherwise  comply  with 
the  provisions  of  Rule  206<4>-l  under  Uie 
Act. 

(b>  For  an  Investment  adrlsers,  the 
written  statement  required  by  this  rule 
shaU  disclose  the  following: 

(1)  The  type  or  types  of  services 
which  the  investment  adviser  offers  to 
cUents,  Including,  but  not  limited  to.  In¬ 
vestment  supervisory  services,  the  man¬ 
agement  of  securities  accounts  for  cHents 
under  circumstances  not  Involving  In¬ 
vestment  supervisory  services,  or  the  is¬ 
suance  of  periodic  publications  relating 
to  securities  on  a  subscription  basis: 

(2)  The  type  or  types  of  cUents  for 
which  the  Investment  adviser  provides 
Investment  advice,  including,  but  not 
limited  to,  individuals  or  specified  classes 
of  individuals,  investment  companies, 
pension  and  profit-sharing  plans  and 
banks;  . 

(3)  The  length  of  time  that  the  in¬ 
vestment  adviser  has  been  engaged  In 
business  as  an  investment  adviser; 

(4)  The  types  of  securities  and  invest¬ 
ment  techniques  concerning  which  the 
Investment  adviser  provides  Investment 
advice; 

(5)  The  general  source  or  sources  of 
information  used  by  the  Investment  ad¬ 
viser  as  the  basis  for  any  Investment  ad¬ 
vice  rendered  to  clients,  and  the  methods 
employed  by  the  Invertment  adviser  to 
analyze  or  evaluate  such  infonnation; 

(6)  The  number  of  persons  associated 
with  the  Investment  adviser  (other  than 
persons  whose  functions  are  srtely  cleri¬ 
cal  or  ministerial)  vhose  functions  or 
duties  relate  to  providing  investment  ad¬ 
vice  to  clients,  and  the  general  stand¬ 
ards  of  education  and  business  back¬ 
ground  which  the  Investment  adviser 
requires  of  such  persons; 

(7)  The  education  and  business  back¬ 
ground  of  each  person  associated  with 
the  investment  adviser  who  determines  or 
approves  what  investment  advice  shall 
be  rendered  by  the  Investment  adviser 
to  any  client,  or  to  which  clients  such 
Investment  advice  shall  be  rendered; 

(8X1)  The  basis  or  bases  of  fees 
charged  for  the  services  wlfich  the  In¬ 
vestment  adviser  provides  and  when  such 


fees  are  payable,  and  (11)  if  such  fees  are 
payable  prior  to  the  rendering  of  the 
services  relWUng  thereto.  •  statement  as 
to  whether,  to  what  extent  and  under 
what  concBtions  such  fees  will  be  re- 
ftmded  to  clients: 

(9)  The  procedures  and  conditions,  if 
any.  piu^uant  to  which  the  Investment 
adviser  or  any  client  of  the  Investment 
adviser  may  terminate  an  investment  ad¬ 
visory  contract  prior  to  the  termination 
date  set  forth  in  the  contract;  and 

(10)  (i)  Whether  the  Investment  ad¬ 
viser  is  a  broker  or  dealer,  or  (ii)  the 
name  of  any  broker  or  dealer  afBliated 
with  the  Investment  adviser,  the  nature 
of  such  affiliation,  and  the  business  re¬ 
lationship,  if  any,  between  such  brcricer 
or  dealer  and  the  investment  adviser. 

(c)  If  the  investment  adviser  provides 
investment  supervisory  services  as  de¬ 
fined  In  section  202(a)  (13)  (15  UJSX;. 
80b-n2(a)(13))  of  the  Act.  or  manages 
investment  advisory  accounts  for  clients 
under  circumstances  not  involving  in¬ 
vestment  supervisory  services,  the  writ¬ 
ten  statement  required  by  this  rule  shall 
disclose  the  following  information  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  that  required  by  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section; 

(1)  The  minimum  dollar  amount  of 
assets  and  any  other  semditions  required 
by  the  investment  adviser  to  estaUish  an 
investment  advisory  account; 

(2)  (i)  Whether  and  to  what  extent  the 
investment  adviser  may  have  discretion¬ 
ary  authority  to  purch^e  or  sell  securi¬ 
ties  lor  the  acooimts  of  clients  without 
obtaining  the  consent  of  such  clients 
before  such  transactions  are  effected,  and 

(ii)  the  maximum  number  of  investment 
advisory  accounts  with  respect  to  which 
the  investment  adviser  may  delegate  its 
discretionary  authority  to  any  one  per¬ 
son  associated  with  the  investment 
adviser; 

(3)  Whether  and  to  what  extent  the 
investment  adviser  may  have  discretion¬ 
ary  authority  to  select  brokers  or  dealers 
to  execute  transactions  in  secjirltles  for 
its  clients  or  for  the  accounts  of  its  cli¬ 
ents,  and,  if  so,  the  factors  considered  in 
making  such  selections; 

(^)  If  the  investment  adviser  provides 
Investment  supervisory  services,  the  fac¬ 
tors  relating  to  the  individual  circum¬ 
stances  nf  any  client  which  the  invest¬ 
ment  adviser  considers  in  determining 
whether  to  recommend  that  such  client 
purchase  or  sell  any  seeinity  or  whether 
to  effect  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any 
security  for  the  account  of  such  client 
pursuant  to  discretionary  authority; 

(5)(i)  The  frequmicy  and  nature  of 
the  investment  advisor's  review  ot  each 
investment  advisory  accotmt,  (11) 
the  frequency  and  nature  oi  any  reports 
furnished  to  clients  concerning  their  in¬ 
vestment  advisory  accoimts;  and 


(6)  The  terms  and  conditions  of  any 
arrangements  or  imderstandings  pursu¬ 
ant  to  which  the  investment  adviser,  or 
any  person  associated  with  the  invest¬ 
ment  adviser,  has  agreed  to  compensate 
any  person  for  the  referral  of  ^ents  to 
the  Investment  adviser. 

(d)  Such  written  statement  (1)  shall 
prominently  state  fiiat  the  Commission 
has  not  passed  upon  the  abilities,  quali¬ 
fications  or  business  practices  of  the  in¬ 
vestment  adviser  and  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  not  passed  upon  the  accuracy 
or  adequacy  of  the  written  statement, 
and  (2)  shall  be  retained  by  the  invest¬ 
ment  adviser  pursuant  to  Rule  204-2 (a) 
(14)  imder  the  Act. 

(e)  If  the  Information  contained  in  any 
written  statement  required  by  this  rule 
becomes  materially  Inaccurate  fm*  any 
reason,  the  Investment  adviser  shall  no 
longer  furnish  such  written  stat^ent 
to  any  client  or  prospective  client  unless 
the  investment  adviser  has  amended  or 
revised  the  written  statCTient  to  correct 
such  information. 

(f)  An  Investment  adviser  electing  to 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  subdivision 
(11)  o^paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this  section 
may  furnish  the  written  statement  re¬ 
quired  by  this  rule  to  any  client  or  pros¬ 
pective  client  not  later  than  30  days  sub¬ 
sequent  to  entering  into,  extending  or  re¬ 
newing  any  Investment  advisory  contract 
with  such  client  or  prospective  client, 
provided  that:  (1)  Such  contract  does 
not  provide  for  the  rendering  of  any  in¬ 
vestment  advisory  service  or  services 
which  would  require  disclosure  to  such 
client  or  prospective  client  of  the  Infor¬ 
mation  set  forth  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section;  and  (2)  such  contract  provides 
that  it  may  be  rescinded  by  the  client  or 
prospective  client  without  penalty  within 
five  business  days  after  such  client  or 
prospective  client  has  received  the  writ¬ 
ten  statement. 

(g)  Nothing  in  this'  rule  shall  relieve 
any  investment  adviser  from  any  obliga¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  any  provision  of  the  Act 
or  the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
to  disclose  any  information  to  its  clients 
or  prospective  clients  not  specifically  re¬ 
quired  by  this  rule. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  written  views  commente 
<m  the  proposals  to  George  A.  Fitzsim¬ 
mons,  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  (Commission,  Wakhlngton,  DX!. 
20549,  on  or  before  April  30.  1975.  All 
communicatkms  in  this  regard  should  re¬ 
fer  to  File  No.  S7-555,  and  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspectimi. 

By  the  Oommission. 

[seal]  Shirlet  R  Hollis, 

A$slstCMt  Secretary. 

March  &,  1975. 
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_ notices  _ 

This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  othe  r  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  Investigations,  committee  rrteetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agertcy  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(FRL  343-7;  FTFRA  Docket  No.  246,  etc.] 

CCAPMAN  CHEMICAL  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 

Resumed  Hearing 

The  hearing  in  the  above  matter,  re> 
lating  to  the  cancellation  of  the  regis¬ 
trations  of  pesticides  containing  mer¬ 
cury.  which  has  been  in  recess  since 
January  10,  1975,  will  resume  on' Tues¬ 
day,  April  8,  1975,  at  9:30  a.m.  in  Room 
3938,  Waterside  MaU,  401  M  Street  SW.. 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  Respondent,  except  for  one  wit¬ 
ness,  has  completed  the  presentation  of 
his  case.  The  other  parties  will  present 
their  evidenoe  at  the  resumed  hearing. 

The  order  of  subjects  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  will  be  as  set  forth  in  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Law  Judge’s  report  of  confer¬ 
ence  dated  December  12,  1974,  with  esti¬ 
mated  time  for  the  subject  as  follows: 
Subject:  Estimated  Time 

1.  Dutch  Elm  disease 

treatment  _  Less  than  1  day 

2.  Wrod  and  wood 

products _  One  hoxu* 

3.  Seed  and  bulb  treat¬ 
ment  _  Less  than  1  day 

4.  TextUes  and  fabrics.  Less  than  2  days 

5.  Cosmetics  and  topi¬ 
cal  therapeutics...  Less  than  1  day 

6.  Turf  . .  6  days 

7.  Paint  and  coatings 

( also  adhesives. 

Joint  cement,  plas¬ 
ter,  grout,  acousti¬ 
cal  coatings) -  12-15  days 

8.  Other  subjects  not 

covered  above _  uncertain 

Subjects  1,  2  and  3  are  scheduled  for 
the  first  two  days  in  the  order  listed; 
subjects  4  and.  5  are  scheduled  for  the 
following  two  days  in  the  order  listed; 
the  other  subjects  will  follow. 

In  accordance  with  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  report  of  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge  dated  December  12, 1974,  the  par¬ 
ties  shall  submit  verified  statemente  of 
the  witnesses  and  proposed  exhibits  at 
least  20  days  before  the  scheduled  or  ex¬ 
pected  testimony  of  the  witness  and 
shall  also  indicate  the  order  in  which  the 
witnesses  will  present  testimony.  The  ex¬ 
hibits  shall  be  numbered  as  previously 
required  by  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge  (see  Report  of  Prehearing  Con¬ 
ference,  dated  March  22,  1974,  pp.  6-7). 

Pursuant  to  S  164.8  of  the  a’^pll- 
c^blo  rules  of  practice  (40  CPR  Part 
164)  the  hearing  will  convene  at  the 
time  and  place  annoimced  in  this  notice 
tut  thereafter  it  may  be  moved  to  a  dif¬ 
ferent  place  and  may  be  continued  from 
day  to  day  or  recessed  to  a  later  day 


without  other  notice  than  announce¬ 
ment  thereof  at  the  hearing. 

Bernard  D.  Levinson, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

March  7.  1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-6662  FUed  3-13-75;8:46  am] 
(FBL  343-5] 

CHRYSLER  CORP.,  FORD  MOTOR  CO., 
AND  GENERAL  MOTORS  CORP. 

Applications  for  Suspension  of  1977  Motor 

Vehicle  Exhaust  Emission  Standards; 

'  Decision  of  the  Administrator 

March  5, 1975. 

I.  Introduction.  Section  202  of  the 
aean  Air  Act.  42  U.S.C.  1857f-l,  as 
amended  by  section  5  of  the  Energy  Sup¬ 
ply  and  Eavironmsntal  Coordination  Act 
of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-319,  88  Stat.  258,  re¬ 
quires  that  emissions  of  carbem  monox¬ 
ide  and  hydrocarbons  from  automobiles 
sold  in  this  country  during  the  1977  model 
year  be  reduced  by  at  least  ninety  percent 
from  their  1970  levels.  Under  the  stand¬ 
ard  EPA  test  procedure,  the  emission  lev¬ 
els  needed  to  comply  with  this  require¬ 
ment  are  a  maximiun  of  .41  grams  per 
mile  (g/mi)  of  hydrocarbons  (HC)  and 
3.4  grams  per  mile  (g/mi)  of  carbon 
monoxide  (CO) .  In  addition,  that  section 
authorizes  the  Administrator  of  EPA  to 
suspend  the  effective  date  of  these  reduc¬ 
tions  for  one  year  only — until  the  1978 
model  year — ^if  he  finds  after  public  hear¬ 
ings  that  the  following  conditions  have 
been  met:' 

ITie  Administrator  shall  grant  such  sus¬ 
pension  only  if  he  determines  that  (1)  such 
su^enslon  is  es:ential  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est  or  t'-e  public  health  and  welfare  of  the 
United  States:  (11)  All  good  faith  efforts  have 
been  made  to  meet  the  standards  established 
by  this  cubsection;  (111)  the  applicant  has 
established  that  e<Tcctlve  control  technology, 
processes,  operating  methods,  or  other  al¬ 
ternatives  are  not  available  or  have  not  been 
avaUable  for  a  suffleent  period  of  tune  to 
achieve  compliance  prior  to  the  effective  date 
oi  such  standards,  and  (iv)  the  study  and 
investigation  of  f'e  National  Academy  of 
Sciences  conducted  pursuant  to  subsection 
(c)  and  other  information  available  to  him 
has  not  Indicated  that  technology,  processes, 
or  other  alternatives  are  avaUable  to  meet 
such  standards. 

Before  the  1974  amendments,  the 
Clean  Air  Act  required  the  90  percent  HC 
and  CO  reductions  to  be  achieved  by  the 
1975  model  year,  subject  to  a  one-year 
extension  which  the  Administrator  of 
EPA  could  grant  if  he  found  that  the 
auto  companies  had  satisfied  the  statu¬ 
tory  requirements  quoted  above.  Al¬ 


though  the  1974  amendments  changed 
the  law  to  defer  the  required  reductions 
and  related  suspension  provision  for  two 
years,  they  did  not  change  either  the 
level  of  the  required  HC  and  CO  re¬ 
ductions  or  the  terms  on  which  a  sus¬ 
pension  of  their  effect  could  be  granted.' 
Proceedings  under  tho  prior  version  of 
the  statute  are  therefore  relevant  to  my 
decision  here. 

The  first  application  for  a  suspension 
of  what  were  then  the  1975  standards 
was  filed  with  EPA  on  March  13,  1972  by 
A.B.  Volvo  Ltd.  of  Sweden.  Shortly  there¬ 
after,  applications  were  also  received 
from  Chiysler,  Ford,  General  Motors, 
and  International  Harvester.  Former 
Administrator  Ruckelshaus  denied  all 
five  applications  in  a  decision  issued 
May  12,  1972. 

The  four  American  applicants  ap¬ 
pealed  this  decision  to  the  courts,  and  on 
February  10,  1973,  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  Circuit  remanded  the  applica¬ 
tions  to  EPA  for  further  consideration. 
“International  Harvester  Co.  v.  Ruclcels- 
haus,”  478  F.  2d  615  (D.C.  Cir.  1973) .  In 
its  opinion  the  coiurt  defined  a  wide 
range  of  both  technical  and  public  policy 
issues  which  EPA  had  to  consider  and 
make  findings  on  before  a  decision  to 
deny  suspension  could  be  sustained  imder 
the  law. 

Public  hearings  were  held  under  the 
remand  order  in  March  of  1973,  and  on 
April  11,  Mr.  Ruckelshaus  issued  his  de¬ 
cision  upon  remand.  38  FR  10317 
(April  26.  1973) .  He  found  that  although 
the  catalytic  converters  needed  on 
nearly  all  vehicles  in  order  to  achieve 
the  statutory  standards  had  been  devel¬ 
oped  to  the  point  where  they  were  an 
available  and  effective  means  of  emission 
control,  there  had  been  so  little  experi¬ 
ence  in  manufacturing  and  insttdling 
them  that  it  was  not  prudent  from  a 
mass  production  standpoint  to  force  their 
use  on  all  cars  sold  in  a  single  model 
year.  In  addition,  a  rigorous  technical 
analysis  had  shown  that  models  repre¬ 
senting  only  66  percent  of  domestic  auto 
sales  could  be  predicted  with  Joigh  confi¬ 
dence  to  meet  the  statutory  standards 
hi^the  1975  model  year,  and  this  was  re¬ 
garded  as  too  low  a  number  to  ensure 
that  the  “basic  demand”  for  automobiles 


‘Congress  did,  hervever,  change  the  ox- 
l-'as  of  nitrogen  (NO*)  emission  standard 
that  would  accompany  the  statutory  HC  and 
CO  standards.  For  1975,  the  NO*  standard — 
estjUjIlshed  admlnlrtratively  by  EPA — ^wae  8.1 
g/ml;  a  level  of  2.0  g/ml  has  been  legisla¬ 
tively  established  for  1977,  with  a  level  of  0.4 
g/ml  to  be  achieved  In  the  1978  and  subse- 
queut  model  years. 
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would  be  satisfied  if  the  suspension  were 
denied. 

Accordingly,  the  Administrator  granted 
a  suspension  and  establisheU  two  sets  of 
Interim  emission  standards  for  the  1975 
model  year.  Cars  soli  in  California,  which 
is  the  only  state  permitted  by  the  Clean 
Air  Act  to  have  its  own  auto  emission 
standards,  were  required  to  meet  levels  of 
.9  g/ml  HC,  9.0  g/mi  CO.  and  2.0  g/mi 
NO..  These  HC  and  CO  limits  were  set 
at  levels  thought  to  require  the  use  of 
catalytic  converters  on  most  model  lines. 
Cars  sold  in  the  other  49  states  were  re¬ 
quired  to  meet  levels  of  1.5  g/ml  HC,  15 
g/mi  CO,  and  3.1  g/ml  NO,.  These  HC 
and  CO  limits  were  set  at  levels  thought 
not  to  require  the  use  of  catalytic  con¬ 
verters  on  most  model  lines.  These 
standards  have  since  been  adopted  by 
Congress  for  the  1976  model  year.  A  full 
range  of  automobiles  has  been  certified 
and  is  being  produced  for  1975  at  both 
emission  levels.*  About  85  percent  of  49 
state  cars  and  almost  all  California  cars 
will  be  equipped  with  catalytic  converters 
in  the  1975  model  year. 

Under  the  1974  amendments  to  the 
statute,  a  request  for  suspension  of  the 
1977  emission  standards  may  be  filed 
any  time  after  January  1, 1975.. Knowing 
that  the  major  domestic  auto  companies 
intended  to  file  suspension  applications, 
I  urged  them  to  file  promptly,  so  that  the 
required  hearing  could  be  held  early 
enough,  and  could  be  expanded  in  scope 
by  use  of  EPA’s  authority  imder  section 
2Q2(b)(4),*  to  provide  a  useful  record 
in  connection  with  proposals  for  further 
legislative  revision  of  the  auto  emission 
standards.  Both  Ford  and  Chrysler  filed 
their  applications  on  Monday,  January  2, 
while  General  Motors  filed  about  a  week 
later.  Well  over  three  weeks  of  public 
hearings  have  been  held  on  these  three 
applications,  and  testimony  has  been  re¬ 
ceived  from  a  wide  range  of  witnesses. 
Including  domestic  and  foreign  auto 
companies,  manufacturers  of  catalysts, 
carburetors,  and  fuel  injection  systems, 
elected  ofQclals,  and-  representatives  of 
other  Federal  agencies  and  of  environ¬ 
mental  interest  groups. 

II.  Surnmary  of  decision.  I  have  de¬ 
cided  to  grant  the  request  of  the  appli¬ 
cants  for  suspension  of  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  statutory  emission  standards 
for  HC  and  CO  in  the  1977  model  year, 
and  am  establishing  as  interim  standards 
for  that  model  year  the  ciu’rent  Federal 
interim  standards  for  those  pollutants, 


*Tbe  1970  revision  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
also  authorized  a  one-year  suspension  of  the 
1976  standard  for  NO.  emissions  of  .40  g/ml 
on  the  same  terms  that*koverned  a  suspen¬ 
sion  rf  the  1975  standards.  On  July  30,  1973 
Acting  Administrator  Frl  found  that  NO. 
control  techn'  logy  at  that  time  was  too  un¬ 
developed  to  support  a  prediction  that  the 
standard  coiild  be  met  by  1976  and  granted 
a  suspension. 

•Section  a02(b)(4)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
requires  the  Admlnlstratcr  of  EPA  to  report 
annually  to  the  Congress  on  the  state  of 
progress  of  auto  emission  control,  and  au¬ 
thorizes  him  to  hold  hearings  and  subpoena 
Information  and  witnesses  for  this  purpose. 


l.e.  1.5  g/mi  HC  and  15  g/mi  CO,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  statutory  emissiin 
standard  of  2.0  g/ml  NO,  for  the  1977 
model  year.  Furthermore,  it  is  my  view 
that  comidcration  should  be  given  to  (a) 
extending  through  th?  1979  motfel  year 
this  same  set  of  emission  standards,  and 
(b)  establishing  emission  standards  of 
0.9  g/mi  HC  and  9.0  g/ml  CO  for  the  1980 
and  1981  model  years,  retaining  the  2.0 
g/mi  NO,  standard.  For  the  model  years 
1982  and  beyond,  it  ii  my  view  that  the 
original  statutory  HC  and  CO  standards 
of  0.41  g/ml  HC  and  3.4  g/mi  CO  should 
remain  our  national  goal,  together  with 
an  emission  standard  of  2.0  g/ml  for 
NO,  or  such  more  stringent  NO.  stand¬ 
ard  as  may  be  warranted  by  the  con¬ 
clusions  drawn  from  our  ongoing  review 
of  the  need  for  a  new,  short-term  ambi¬ 
ent  standard  for  oxides  of  nitrogen. 

Three  major  i3sues'  have  dominated 
these  proceedings.  They  are: 

(1)  The  progress  made  in  developing, 
and  the  status  of,  technology  to  control 
auto  emissions  to  the  levels  called  for 
by  the  Clean  Air  Act;'. 

(2)  The  Impact  on  fuel  consumption 
and  on  the  general  state  of  the  economy 
of  increasingly  tighter  levels  of  auto 
emission  controls;  and 

(3)  The  impact  on  the  public  health  of 
automobile  emissions  of  carbon  monox¬ 
ide,  hydrocarbons,  and  sulfuric  acid. 

These  are  the  first  EPA  suspension 
hearings  to  be  held  since  the  widespread 
introduction  of  the  catalytic  converter 
for  emission  control  began  in  the  fall  of 
1974.  Much  of  the  inquiry  has  naturally 
centered  on  the  past  and  potential  per¬ 
formance  of  that  particular  device,  which 
many  of  the  auto  companies  (all  of  the 
domestics)  have  relied  upon  heavily  to 
achieve  the  1975  and  to  approach  the 
statutory  levels  of  HC/CO  control. 

In  many  ways,  catalysts  have  peg- 
fmrmed  far  better  than  some  predicts 
when  the  1975  interim  standards  were 
first  established  two  years  ago.  Contrary 
to  many  predictions,  both  the  production 
of  catalysts  and  their  installation  on 
automobiles  is  proceeding  without  diffi¬ 
culty.  "nie  President  of  the  National 
Academy  of  Sciences  has  stated  that,  as 
of  November  1974  “significant  advances 
have  made  catalytic  emissions-control 
systems  much  more  satisfactory  for  the 
control  of  automotive  emissions  than  we 
anticipated  in  1973”.  NAS  Kept.  p.  v.* 

•In  this  Decision,  the  following  abbrevi¬ 
ated  citations  are  used: 

NAS  Hept.  The  Report  by  the  Committee 
on  Motor  Vehicle  Emissions  of  the  National 
Academy  of  Sciences  dated  November  1974. 

FE  Kept.  “Potential  for  Motor  Vehicle  Puel 
Economy  Improvement — Report  to  the  Con¬ 
gress"  prepared  by  EPA  and  the  Department 
of  Transportation  and  dated  October  24, 
1974. 

Status  Rept.  "Automobile  Emission  Con¬ 
trol:  The  Technical  Status  and  Outlook  os 
of  December  1974”  prepared  by  EPA's  Emis¬ 
sion  Control  Technology  Division  and  dated 
January  1975. 

C.  App.  The  Request  for  Suspension  of 
Chrysler  Corporation  (6  Vols.,  dated  January 
and  February  1976) . 


It  now  pppears  from  preliminary  data 
that  the  durability  of  catalytic  emission 
control  installed  on  production  cars  is 
at  least  as  good  as  for  pre-catalyst  emis¬ 
sion  control  systems.  Both  Ford  and 
General  Motors  have  run  extensive  ve- 
hi'lc  fleets  equipped  with  catalysts  under 
normal  highway  driving  conditions  in 
California,  and  have  reported  highly 
satisfactory  durability  and  emissions 
control  results.  NAS  Rept.  122-127;  F. 
App.  rV-A.  Indeed,  GM  testified  with 
some  emphasis  that  their  expectation 
was  that  catalyst  cars  in  the  hands  of 
the  consumer  would  show  less  of  an 
emissions  increase  with  increasing  mile¬ 
age  than  their  prototypes  had  evidenced 
while  passing  the  EPA  certification  test. 
Tr.  411-17, 512-14. 

The  function  of  the  catalyst  is  to  ac¬ 
celerate  the  rate  at  which  the  exhaust 
HC  and  CO  gases  coming  out  of  the 
engine  react  with  oxygen  in  air  to  form 
harmless  C02  and  water.  The  catalytic 
material  speeds  up  these  reactions,  and 
a^ows  them  to  take  place  at  lower  tem¬ 
peratures  than  would  otherwise  be  re¬ 
quired.  Catah'sla  in  use  on  today’s  cars 
can  reduce  the  hydrocarbons  and  carbon 
monoxide  emitted  from  the  vehicle  tail- 
rl»'e  by  50  to  60  percent  at  the  end  of 
50,000  miles  of  EPA  diu*ability  testing. 
By  the  1977  model  year,  this  reduction 
may  approach  70  percent. 

This  high  conversion  efBclency  has 
two  consequences.  First,  it  allows  the 
engine  to  be  retuned  for  better  fuel 
economy  at  the  expense  of  emissions 
coming  out  of  the  engine,  since  much 
of  the  task  of  cleaning  them  up  can  be 
left  to  the  catalyst.  This  has  helped  make 
possible  the  average  13.5  percent  fuel 
economy  improvement  realized  by  1975 
c^rs  over  comparable  1974  models.  As 
the  NAS  has  stated: 

[S]lnce  exhaust  treatment  tends  to  decouple 
emissions  control  frrm  the  traditional 
englne-des'gn  constraints,  there  may  be  an 
Inherent  advantage  to  this  approach,  espe- 
cl'lly  In  the  control  of  emissions  from  en¬ 
gines  whore  design  has  evolved  without 
em's'lons  constraints. 

NAS  Rept.  p.  31. 

Second,  it  appears  that  the  high- 
eflBciency  after-treatment  provided  by 
catalytic  technology  will  be  needed  in 
the  next  few  years,  and  may  be  needed 
even  in  the  longer  term,  if  the  statutory 
emission  standards  of  .41  g/mi  HC  and 
3.4  g/mi  CO  are  to  be  attained  by  a 
vehicle  that  is  also  capable  of  providing 


F.  App.  The  Application  for  Suspension  of 
Ford  Motor  Company  dated  January  1975. 

GM  App.  The  request  for  Suspension  of 
General  Motors  Corporation  datc^  January 
1975. 

Tr.  The  transcript  of  the  hearings  held  on 
this  matter  from  January  21,  1975  to  Feb¬ 
ruary  6, 1975. 

Sulfate  Tr.  The  transcript  of  the  hearings 
held  from  February  18.  1976  to  February  12, 
1975  ta  consider  sulfate  emissions  from 
catalyst-equipped  vehicles. 

Other  submissions  are  cited  by  the  name 
or  Initials  cf  the  submitting  company  and 
the  date  submitted,  e^;.,  C.  4/18/75  p.  2. 
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tHe  Imcrcnrad  ftiel  ecanmiy  tbe  nstlon 
i&niTW'dlBnnuidlzis. 

Al  fesg  sfrftrseut  Bevefe,  approgchlng 
tbe  C&BTamfii  IzxCer&n  standards^  of  .9  g/ 
ml  HC  and  9  gL^ml  CO.  the  evtdeHcc.. 
thpugfi  conflfcting,  indicates  that  com.- 
iliauee  can  Be  adileved  By  abont  fWB 
^gtUaant  (he  use  of  catalysts  and  viUt 
QoultaXciit  file!  economy  ta  what  caf- 
WDTild  provicle. 

The  rapBl  adrance  of  emfssfon  control 
technoftjgy  la  more  fidly  described  Below. 
Th  samniriac,  worh  on  such  stpilHeaiit 
modincatiuus  of  (he  present  enghre  as 
stratlTTed  (diarge  or  rotary  engines  has 
moved,  duiliig"  the  past  two  years  at  a 
Eomewlrt  rlcwer  prree  than  mfglrt  have 
been  uiitfcrpaleil,  thoush  hichistry  In¬ 
terest  remains  high.  This  fis  due  bofll  to 
the  (Mime  of'  some  ef  these  systems  to 
compMkly  bear  estt  ttielr  first  pvmaise 
uesn  dCMIed  exsmeinatfBn,  and  ta  the 
UBwflttagness  of  flhe  fndastry  to  eamBstt 
rosottrees  hrstgaWeant  changes  iaenghie 
oeMfigwaWwa  Befote  leas  lain  endsatai 
Ltsailai'di  (partfralarly  for  190  )  are 
Igneaii  wMh  greater  sirtatwty  than  at 
preaeiit.  Wjp  contrast,  a  whole  range  of 
tsetMmOeRe  ta  tte  p»wg»t  engine  la 
the  flilib  ef  fhel  pmaarattsp.  cafaawt 
trvaiamnt.  and  dsetronic  contnd  of 
eagliwepcralfen  are  in  more  or  less  ad- 
vsnasei  stagea  of  development.  These 
modifications  haw  the  proiafre  at  he- 
emtarinn  coDteok  and  fuel 
.  attlMiigh.  is  soBK  eases  at  some 
BAeapewe^  aad  theis^agld  pra^ 
MB  decssaaed  the  relative  appeal  cd 
I  djjBttia  eawtne  chaasges. 
lexwEt  at  tide  National  Academy 
od  Menana  flriaex  a  fair  Btadjng,  iadk- 
cariBB  Ifaad  the  lechMolecy  ta  meet  ttee 

Iiiilai  aj  nriBd~r  imliiliii  . . .  . 

laavatfalda.  la  Bddtttoa,  a  detailed  Tech¬ 
nical  Appendix  prepared  hy  my  own  staft 
reaches  same  result  in  concluding 
Eapresenting  &0-UI0  percent 
od  rrt'hrrt*?"  wdtbe  able  to  eectify 
abdw  alididaBir  Btandardaia.  1M7>  fliaBT 
tlw  MAS  tadMad  that  h  leliBd  latgtly 
OB  sBBRwhat  oatdMed  infurnadtoH  that 
did  not  take  account  of  rec-nt  improve- 
ments,  Tr.  2380-31,  and  since  the  predfe- 
twe  BBC  thai  Clingy  used  in  the  Tccteical 
AapeadhaladellMSBliwely  teBwi-wHwv^a 

slsad  to  teae  pBOjeedaBe  AttahaflaeBt 
oi  tha  BtatBlBiar  aadastaB  ataadards.  ha 
tha  ins  BBdal  year  vamid  pcarvide  the 
iadBiatiaBayaelactiBn.of  tha  padiUc  health 
fmoa  HC  aad  CO  emissions  froai  those 
veftfcife  (Bat  fe  aclifevable  with  present 
technology. 

1  than  had  (Bat  iatatyat  tcetacalogy 
eidMh  BBdeaald  Be  aprlM  to  meet  tBe 
siatatogr  MCamf  CO  emission  hvebron 
a  verylltrge  prm7or(Iuii  of  automobiles  by 
1977.  I  also  find  that  this  would  carry 
wfQx.  R  a.  redhetfon  Bi  ftiel  economy  of 
five  (o  (en  percent  fir  T97T  as  weO  as  an. 

flwir.  rout,  which.  is  estimailerf 
attiaatdBtaai  jatboagh  tbe  fact  aecna- 
oai^v  reiRartB^^r  arBF  prise  hsseeaa^  vroTd9 
in  theory  lead  to  some  dberease  fir  ssdbs, 
tia.  at  suck,  adversf  sales  imeact 

is  too  sBuhtaa 
quantified. 


Based  on  the.  foregoing:  factors'  albne — 
whlfdi  together  wtfB  tfte  issosr  of  "twJ 
tblQl’”  are  the  only  factory  considered'  tat 
prior  suspension  decisiony— and  ecrn*> 
stderhag:  (he  matter  fat  (he  context  of  the 
coiirt’a  opinion  In  *Tntem8tioRBl  Ifar- 
vesterv.  Ruefcelshaas’*,  I  would  deny  the 
suspension  of  the  statutory  emhsion 
standards'. 

Hcjwever,  the  foregoing  factors  are  not 
(he  only  factors  that  must  govern  my 
decision  in  this  matter.  This  year  there 
Is  an  unprecedented  concern  uniqticlr 
important  to  this  Agency  that  alters  the 
decision  I  would  otherwise  make.  This 
coiicem  te  (hat  the  use  of  the  only  tech¬ 
nology  now  available  to  the  auto  manu- 
facturery  to  achlrve  reductions  in  HC/ 
CO  enriasiony  to  the  statutory  levrts  in 
1977,  f.e.,  (he  catalytic  converter,  would 
increase  signtficantly  emissions  of 
another  pollutant  that  can  be  harmful  to 
health,  nam^y  sulfuric  arid.  Though 
substantial  uncertainty  exists  as  to  the 
exact  magnitude  of  the  impact  of  such 
an  increase  in  the  sulfuric  acid  emissions 
on  air  quality,  the  weight  of  sdentiffe 
opinion  indicates  a  legitimate  cause  for 
concern  that  such  emissions  represent  a 
rfeh  to  putHc  health. 

My  concern  with  emissions  of  unregu¬ 
lated  pollutants  from  catalysts,  aad 
speeifical^  with  sulfuric  acid,  is  not  new. 
In  testimony  before  the  Senate  In 
WbWBihef '  sf  1973, 1  stated  that  EPA  had 
istenaMUd  itv  reaeascli  prognmt  to  db- 
flBe  and  quantify  uhst  at  that  thme  was 
prelhwinsi’y  data  coneeming  satfuiic 
acid  emtrsions.  I  committed  tbe  Agency 
to  a  mBBber  at  actions  laclqdktg  (al 
devalapBBnt  of  a  test  pcoccdnrc  for  **sb1- 
fUric  acBI,”  Cb)  eoRstderatloB.  sf  sieana 
of  coBtsoiliBg  such  cmiesfcnis  and  (c> 
CBthnaflBg  the  iispact  of  these  cmisNsaa 
on  air  qaaMy  and  the  yubitc  health.  As 
dtsBUsaRA  bekrar.  much  work  has  bean 
aaBeesafally  done  on  the  first  twa  of 
these  pxograim  and  while  the  public 
heaMh  qaestieii  nmalcs  unqpantified. 
certaiB.  iiaa  hBiniiii  can  now  be  reached. 

Mosaiperifi  roily,  data  accuamlatedi  in 
the  past  year  and  a  baU  leave  no  dotdJt 
that  caCBlyat-eqaippcd  ews  emit  greater 
riaavdiWes  cd  sidlaitaa— primaarlly  smaU 
daoeletar  ar  particles  of  aidfuric  acid  and 
saaae  other  aaakiitE  nmwpanrais — than  da 
naweBtahBAeqiBiPBSCi  cars.  Wide  ranger 
oi  iiiwrrtaiBty  cadet  hath  ae  ta  the  ar- 
tual  health,  eiteets  of  sxdturic  acid  cnBa- 
sions  and  the  degree  to  which  catalyst 
equipped  cars  da  in.  fact  contribute  to 
increased  atmosrherie  sulfate  Inadinga 
even  on  a  local  basis,  Thera  is,  howaHor, 
a  ir(Mia«aehkreonnewnB  thatsuifurie  aeid 
enteedoBS  Imbk  caea  yoee  a  xtetc  ta  pahUe 
hcaitts  asm  ttaaagla  the  extent,  at  that 
rMr  eawiot  yet  be  quantified.  Aw  BRA 
staff  pagier,  ferirotfag-ed  at  Tir.  225B-99, 
suggests  that  as  ffddftfuiial  model  years 
of  catalyst-equipped  cars  are  introduced 
into  service.  IBere  fs  an  increasing  risk 

fOa.!-.  adVOTSf  BaalCh.  fmm  cnTfiigir. 

aa&L  wfll  be  observed,  paxticulsslip  in 
sensitive  populations.  At  scubb  pakit, 
oatiilgate  ad^t  taaetet  tn  da  umra  barat 
by  caaBttec.  suitarir  arid  thaa  daod 
through  additional  conteal  af  feydka- 
carbons  and  carbon  monoxide. 


Though  the  EPA  staff  paper  may  tend 
to  overstate  the  imminence  of  theprob- 
leur,  the  witsessey  at  our  hearfur  gen- 
esaffy  agreed  that  ft  pnTvfcter  ae  geed  an 
estbnate  of  the  pi’oBfcm  ay  eae  Be  mede 
at  thfe  dine  given  the  tremendbue  un¬ 
certainties  which  are  inerttabie  hi  any 
esthuate:  of  this  matter.  Iftrture  atadles 
c£  dite  tsrue  are  necessary  and  aw  betetg 
imdertafceiT.  However,  their  resulte  can¬ 
not  be  expected  to  provide  deAdHve  ter- 
foruurtiazt  on  the  health  questions  to- 
vohred  fbr  at  least  two  more  years. 

This  suspension'  deeteibn  wffl  not  wait 
fbr  those  studies.  The  conci'ele  dSevnnm. 
it  poses  lir  this; 

G»  the  one  htmd,  by  moving  ft?  very 
stringent  ernhsion  stamdiirdb  SBch  aa  the 
statutory  or  Calif  omfa  Ih'terinT  levriA  we 
can  ensure  that  proven  technoisgy  wfll 
be  applied'  tk?  achieve  the  maraimuni  db- 
erree  of  puMIc'  health'  proteetiovi  agahwt 
dkmage  from  HC  and  CO  ctnfestens  that 
is  currently  achievable  in  MIe  WIT  model 
year.  However,  at  these  Ibw  ftaclk  of  HC 
and  CO  emisBiaHS,  cataiyste'  are  swe  ta 
be  used  on  almost  an  veMefes.  and  used 
together  with  air  pumps;  afr  paunps 
signilteaRtly  iherea  se  suifarie  aeid  enais- 
shms  frorn  a  cataiyot-equipped  vehicle, 
in  the  range  of  50  to  F09  percent  over  a 
catalyst  operating  wWhoHt  m  air  pump- 
A  vchiele  air  pump  is  wed  to>  inject  extra 
£dr  from  the  atmo^here  directly  into  the 
exhanst  system  ahead  at  19te  catelyst. 
The  extra  oxygen  so  provided  sRows  the 
ca’tahst  ta  do  a  mare  complete  Job  of 
converting  HC  and to  <Xk!  and  water.' 
However,  thsi  extra  oaygen  afeo  eneow- 
ages  the  converflbrr  of  stuffar  dlextae 
(SOj)  in  the  eTdlaiuit  gas-  ta  the  suHate 
compound  which  th«i  rtatte'  with 
water  amiiaMe  in  (he  exharwt  to  farm 
sHifuric  aeid. 

Or  the  other  hand,  I  ”  staying  at  the 
natiJiBd  interfuriewdb  of  1.5  g/mi  of  HC 
and  15  g/hif  COk  we  would  accept  enflb- 
skm  redaettews  for  these  two  poOutante 
that  are  mE  rhort  of  (Be  best  that  teeh- 
neibgy  can  adtteve.  But  wMdh  are  stSi 
siaingent:  eueugli  to  result  fn  eontinued 
redbeiScai  by  tbtel  HC  and  Cf>  emtssfons. 
The  potential  of  a  sidfurio’  acM  pniWem' 
weald:  be  sabstBBftalk  lesaeaHfc  by  such 
a  atoTL  Mmy  vehtetas  wdl  ba  capablir  at 
maattDg:  teoaa  staadBada  hi  tK7  BithoBA 
cabslgnte;.  ami  BB»t.of  tteBac  thxbwfll  wk 
cateiy  j’la  wW  br  able  tadasawtiteout  the 
use  oC  anahrpwapi 

Wittt  laLnatetmcv  and  with.  tOh  anwe- 
nesa  thnf .  T  magr  Be  crrixqroa  the  aldrot 
caution,  I  have  for  these  reasons  decided 
to-choose  the.  second,  alternative!,  and.  to 
continue  (ha  1975  netlbBal  interim 
stanffasds.fo«  tbe  1837  amdeikswai- 

i.  bdiexe:  tAaB  ttfle  decistee  ia  fatty 
caBsIstesit  bIHk.  tkte  alniBtanr  wamateta 
oBd  win  the  opfateB  odfIteCaBH.ef  Ate- 
peBb  ih  the  TbMniiutfuuaF  HbruesCer**^ 
case.  The  Clteanr  Afar  Act  reqplrey  me  ft? 
fintr  (Itat  ‘•Bflfectfve  technuttacy**’  ta 
achieve  tbe  atandacds  is  laablnt  befbee 
I  awatt  enBeprairleB  Ado  not. bcHewe that, 
if  the  evinnca  wan  pMn  that  aaMala 
emhsfiizB  were  anfimullieuf  dmgierxuns** 
one  BoidciaegugtlMt  laauiaiaot  naneWer 
that  fact  in  making  my  Judgment  here. 
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Certainly  Congress  could  not  have  In¬ 
tended  that  “effective”  would  deccribe 
a  technology  that  did  more  horm  to  pub¬ 
lic  health  ih  one  aspect  than  it  prevented 
in  another. 

Of  course,  the  evidence  is  not  clear. 
Nevertheless,  in  giving  high  weight  to  on 
uncertain  risk  of  severe  adverse  conse¬ 
quences,  whether  those  mi^ht  t^ke  the 
form  of  immediate  danger  to  health  or  of 
commitment  to  a  regulatory  course  that 
might  later  have  to  be  changed  precipi¬ 
tously,  I  believe  I  om  responsive  to  the 
court’s  concern  that  any  decision  on  the 
statutory  criteria  “t*  ke  into  accoimt  the 
nature  and  consequences  of  rl:k  of  error”, 
478  F.2d  643. 

Nor  do  I  believe  that  a  contrary  de¬ 
cision  is  compelled  by  the  NAS  Report. 
Though  I  do  not  question  its  conclusion 
that  the  technology  to  meet  the  current 
certification  standards  for  HC  and  CO 
and  to  achieve  substantial  compliance  in 
use  is  in  fact  available,  the  Committee  on 
Motor  Vehicle  Emissions  which  produced 
the  report  did  not  consider  the  question 
of  sulfuric  acid  in  any  depth.  Tr.  2388-90. 
The  Court  of  Appeals  hrts  made  clear  that 
I  am  not  bound  by  the  NAS  conclusions 
“as  to  matters  interlaced  with  policy  and 
legal  aspects,”  or  to  the  extent  that  I 
may  rely  on  “later-acquired  research  and 
experience.”  478  P.2d  649. 

My  decision  does  not  rest  on  a  Judg¬ 
ment  that  the  problem  of  sulfates  is 
more  severe  than  the  problem  of  cur¬ 
rently  regulated  pollutants.  The  data  are 
much  too  fragmentary  to  support  any 
such  prediction.  Rather,  this  decision 
rests  on  a  Judgment  about  risks  and  the 
weight  to  be  assigned  them.  Since  most 
persons  addressing  the  point  agreed  that 
there  is  a  potential  sulfuric  acid  prob¬ 
lem  and  that  its  extent  is  surrounded  by 
imcertalnties  of  all  sorts,  the  possibility 
that  it  may  prove  worse  than  anticipated 
cannot  be  dismissed. 

It  is  almost  a  rule  of  life  that  problems 
are  easier  to  prevent  than  to  cure,  and 
easier  to  cure  the  earlier  they  are  de¬ 
tected.  The  decision  I  have  reached  will 
significantly  slow  down  the  growth  of 
the  potential  sulfuric  acid  problem  and 
give  all  involved  some  needed  time  to 
assess  its  true  magnitude  and  settle  on 
steps  to  deal  with  it.  All  these  steps  in¬ 
volve  substantial  leadtime  before  they 
can  become  effective.  In  particular,  I 
expect  the  automobile  companies  to  de¬ 
vote  a  considerable  part  of  their  engi¬ 
neering  resources  to  work  on  character¬ 
izing  and  coping  with  sulfuric  acid 
emissions. 

The  same  considerations  that  govern 
my  suspension  decision  affect  my  con¬ 
clusions  as  to  options  I  believe  should 
be  considered  for  the  longer  term.  Here, 
I  have  attempted  to  reconcile  two  objec¬ 
tives.  They  are  preventing  an  increase  in 
automotive  sulfuric  acid  emissions  to 
currently  projected  levels  and  preserv¬ 
ing  as  much  as  possible  the  momentiun 
we  have  built  up  toward  further  reduc¬ 
tions  of  HC  and  CO  emissions  from  the 
automobile.  Where  conflicts  between 
these  two  objectives  have  occurred,  I 
have  tended  to  emphasize  the  former 
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because  of  the  concerns  that  I  have  ex¬ 
pressed  earlier  in  this  document. 

Accordingly,  I  would  suggest  that  con¬ 
sideration  be  given  to  retaining  for  the 

1978  and  1979  model  years  the  1975  na¬ 
tional  interim  standards  for  HC  and 
CO,  and  to  establishment  of  emission 
standards  at  the  Interim  California  levels 
for  these  two  pollutants  for  1980  and 
1981. 

As  an  integral  part  of.  this  approach, 
I  intend  to  establish  an  emission  stand¬ 
ard  for  sulfuric  acid  emissions  from  mo¬ 
tor  vehicles.  Though  a  Noti:e  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  will  be  issued  within  two 
months,  both  the  Industry  leadtimes 
involved  and  the  inherent  complexity 
of  the  matter  preclude  making  such  a 
standard  applicable  earlier  than  the 

1979  model  year. 

The  decision  as  to  the  level  for  such 
a  sulfuric  acid  standard  will  be  a, very 
difflctilt  one.  Unfortunately,  data  are  not 
now  available,  and  probably  will  stUl  be 
imavailable  at  the  time  that  an  emission 
limit  must  be  established  for  sulfuric 
acid  for  1979  model  year  vehicles,  to  de¬ 
termine  what  level  of  sulfuric  acid  emis¬ 
sions  could  confidently  be  considered 
acceptable  from  a  public  health  stand¬ 
point.  However,  the  catalyst  has  bofh 
proven  and  potential  benefits  for  con¬ 
trol  of  HC,  CO,  and  NOx  together  with 
fuel  economy.  To  a  degree,  these  benefits 
are  unequalled  by  other  technologies  now 
known  or  foreseen.  Clearly  it  would  not 
be  responsible  to  stifie  this  technology 
for  insubstantial  reasons.  But,  if  cata¬ 
lysts  cannot  be  used  safely  despite  their 
benefits,  his  hard  decision  will  have  to  be 
made. 

The  level  most  completely  and  cer¬ 
tainly  protective  of  public  health  from 
any  sulfuric  acid  risks,  in  the  absence  of 
health  effects  data  that  would  permit 
establishment  of  an  adverse  effects 
threshold  for  sulfuric  acid,  would  be  at 
or  near  the  level  of  siilfuric  acid  emitted 
from  non-catalyst  equipped  cars,  which 
is  estimated  at  about  .001  g/ml.  Such  a 
level  almost  certainly  could  not  be  met 
by  catalyst-equipped  cars  operating  on 
gasoline  with  currently  anticipated  sul¬ 
fur  levels,  even  with  maximum  feasible 
sulfuric  acid  controls  on  the  vehicle. 

Maximiun  control  of  sulfiuric  acid 
emitted  from  catalyst-equipped  vehicles 
may  permit  achievement  of  sulfuric  acid 
emission  levels  in  the  range  of  *01  g/ml. 
With  the  addition  of  gasoline  desulfuri¬ 
zation,  which  could  be  implemented  over 
a  3-  to  6-year  period,  sulfuric  acid  emis¬ 
sions  from  catalyst-equipped  vehicles 
may  be  further  controllable  to  levels  on 
the  order  of  .005  g/mi. 

Unless  reductions  to  the  range  of  such 
levels  are  acceptable  from  a  public  health 
standpoint,  the  most  conservative  emis¬ 
sion  standard  that  could  be  set  would  be 
at  a  level  essentially  equivalent  to  that 
of  non-catalyst  cars.  This  would  almost 
certainly  mean  the  demise  of  catalyst 
technology  for  the  foreseeable  future 
which,  in  turn,  would  cast  serious  doubt 
on  the  ability  of  the  industry  to  achieve 
the  statutory  HC  and  CO  standards  to¬ 
gether  with  improved  fuel  economy  or  to 
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achieve  NOx  emission  levels  much  below 
2.0  g/mi. 

On  the  other  hand,  a  sulfuric  acid 
standard  set  at  the  lowest  level  likely  to 
be  achievable  with  catalysts,  probably  in 
the  vicinity  of  .005-.01  g/mi.  (depending 
upon  whether  gsisoline  is  desulfurized) 
clearly  will  permit  at  least  somewhat 
greater  sulfuric  acid  emissions  and, 
therefore,  presumptively  *a  somewhat 
greater  health  risk,  than  the  first  alter¬ 
native. 

By  remaining  at  the  national  interim 
standards  in  the  1977  and  1978  model 
year,  we  caw  ensure  that  manufactmers 
will  not  have  any  significant  Incentive 
to  make  changes  that  would  increase  sul¬ 
furic  acid  emissiona^fore  a  sulfuric  acid 
emission  standard  An  be  established.  In¬ 
deed  sulfuric  acid  emissions  should  de¬ 
crease  as  new  types  of  emission  controls 
are  phased  in. 

Imposition  of  a  sulfuric  acid  emission 
standard  in  the  range  being  considered 
may  make  it  difficult  for  some  manufac¬ 
turers  ot  simultaneously  meet  stricter 
standards  for  HC  and  CO.  Therefore,  I 
believe  that  HC  and  CO  emission  stand¬ 
ards  probably  should  not  be  tightened  in 
the  first  year  that  a  sulfuric  acid  emis¬ 
sion  standard  becomes  effective.  This  will 
help  ensure  that  the  projected  sulfuric 
acid  standard  can  be  met  on  schedule. 

For  this  reason,  I  am  recommending 
that  the  current  national  interim  stand¬ 
ards  be  extended  through  the  1979  model 
year  as  well. 

By  1980,  it  should  be  possible  to  move 
to  tighter  HC  and  CO  emissioii  levels 
with  no  compromise  of  sulfuric  acid 
control.  The  many  new  developments  in 
emission  control  technology  discussed  be¬ 
low  should  be  coming  into  general  use  bf 
then.  I  believe  that  they  should  make  it 
possible  to  meet  the  California  interim 
levels  without  the  use  of  catalysts  should 
that  be  necessary,  or  to  substantially  de¬ 
crease  sulfuric  acid  emissions  from  cata¬ 
lyst-equipped  cars  by  reducing  the 
amoimt  of  work  the  catalyst  must  do  or 
by  some  other  means  such  as  a  sulfate 
trap  if  a  suitable  one  can  be  developed 
in  time. 

I  do  not  recommend  that  the  current 
statutory  HC  and  CO  standards  be  de¬ 
ferred  beyond  1981.  Those  standards,  we 
now  believe,  will  probably  require  the  use 
of  an  oxidising  catalyst  if  acceptable  fuel 
economy  is  to  be  maintained.  Though  fu¬ 
ture  developments  in  catalyst  technology, 
study  of  the  sulfuric  acid  problem,  or 
study  of  sulfuric  acid  control  may  well 
change  our  conclusions,  we  currently  be¬ 
lieve  that  desulfurization  of  gasoline  may 
be  required  if  the  statutory  HC  and  CO 
emission  levels  are  to  be  achieved  con¬ 
currently  with  acceptab^  low  emissions* 
of  sulfates.  However,  as  noted  earlier  in 
this  discussion,  even  substantial  gasoline 
desulfurization,  combined  with  catalyst 
modifications,  may  not  produce  acce^- 
ably  low  sulfuric  acid  emission  levels. 

Where  emissions  of  NO*  are  con¬ 
cerned,  I  recommend  that  the  current 
legislatively  established  level  of  2.0  g/ml. 
be  continued  through  1981.  Preliminary 
health  effects  data  suggest  the  need  by 
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or  a  more  stringent  ambient  NO^  i 

aa#t]tai  BOV  «ialR  Auto  emlaslbn  ««n- 
tac^  ^  WU» 

iBBpmB'fee  migft#t<rhek>»a— Owwil  mm 
aaMaag  alBBclarcf. 

Rmm*  studies  h&we  etKmm,  coBtrair 
tv  atiflV  wr  wfdelf  beliered  bs  the  past^ 
tiMt  eairiKlas  at  IfOw-  ean  be  re^ioed'  to 
T.O  g/nA  hjKH  311  g/eel.  wttheut  ■dgnifl- 
cant  adverse  impact  on  fuel  ecoRonsF. 
ai  Thriiaw  tiuEt  stoce  nedoc- 

ttoe  of  SKater  than  onr  tMed  in  emie 


ahmr  et  ttata  pidhdnnt  ean  tto  adiiORUi 
at  Uktto  codk  atol  b|r  IIk  ibk  of  eai'i-ealr 
naoBDiB  poBcr  tooain  rv*- 

tas;^  4 

I(tona4te»eue  ttkil  aa^BOramiaBion 
atantoad.  for  tor  petM  baspeadl 
toratot  be  ii  ilaNt  to  li  at  tMa  tkne. 
health  data  is  in  a  state  of  laoa  md  to 
toa  jaans  or  so  ve  ahaulct  hare  a  claaBer 
However,  toe  possibility  toat  a. 
atalcler  ataaalarrt  for  HO.  than  ia 
eanently  to  force  mag  need  to  be  e»> 
tabtohad  la  a  mmiMr  reaaoR.  for  mg  dr- 
sice  to  aaaid  atepr  that  atii^  toaeonvaae 
toe  fartoer  deiaaiopment  oi  eatalyUe 
liiflaa  iIntT  There  ia  no  carcmtly  feasi> 
Hto  tosiaiategy  esKCVt  the  eslab^  that, 
to  aapable  of  pesmitting  an  MOa  siaaad- 
ard  BBaeh  below  two  gmas  per  ndle  to 
be  Bset  on  a  full  samge  af  atooniabilea^ 

I  baliave  toat  this  deelstop.  and  oay  aa^ 
TTT*-*^  haigier-term  conehiaions  repre¬ 
sent  a  responsible  approach  to  the  prah-^ 
lems  of  auto  emissioii  coatrol.  1  believe 
toat  ft  is  oonsistent  with  coutinued  prog- 
■esatowardcleasier  aic. 

rfeBcrthgless.  it  is  crLticaUg  iaspostent 
toat  toe  civcumstanaes  which  hUFe  led 


Bto  to  ceoefaftde  toat  toe  iwasi  prwdeat 
dktoeeto  to  eoBtiniK  tor  Federal  intetoai 
atewdbads  fbr  toe  near  tens  aet  be  to- 
fciimAid  as  signaHhi?  any  slaetening  of 
our  eanunttment  to  ongoing  ^Eorts  to 
oope  wtto.  ouc  chrenic  protiems  of  oal- 
dacit  aad.  CO/  While  nme  upper  baand 


■y  aluniM  potBt-  ont,  however,  that  there  le 
a  chance  that  emissions  of  sulfuric  acM  from 

■zSswmanawawr  tnereese  it  tMs  PSei  i  lattve 
ia  ehaatzk  mne  what  weuld  hfeve  happewsd 
wme  to*  ouawQt  naStanaS  arandaaga  of 

tUrai.  t*  ba  g'F**"*****  Oontvol  of  liO^  mag 
cause  HC  emissions  to  rise  sUghto.  This  In 
turn  may  fampf  a  iiuuuftictuier'  to  obtain , 
iiaaSeW  aMMonal  BC  cuatrul  hr  featHng  N 
wKh  ah’  ITuwi  MS  ah  pwmp.  the  oT  aw  aSr 
pwaop  amm  cwsm  laWflirlr  acU  i  iiSiistows 
f (mw  the  aeMehr  te  Itawwiar  by  ae  nmctt  m 


laepsecaiw. 

Bawassr^  tachaiology  ia  avsitable  to  conitsol 
IVO^  to  too  2  g/ini.  iBvei.  and  to  control  any 
sBghir  teuease  in  RC  without  the'  use  of 
aar  air  punrp.  F  expect  maiiultutuiers  to  act 
raspawsawy  wW  t*  wvoM  nae  at  an  ah  pump, 
eawt-gaavt  tnawlH  wwasi  that  tor  car  gats  > 

gsewhtoaaflhrpwwpt.  howsvcr.  weaeeawtls- 
flah  WmS  it  iw  Mssiai*  t*  aahiawa  adawwaS* 

oontixd.  at  BC  at  g  g/xat  SO,  without  fuaft 
pentfty. 


the  Industry  does  not  give  cause  for  optimism 
In  this  regard. 


fa  eel  IhtoiB'riBftbr  the  fbet  toot  even 
toe  natlennFMterinr  gfcandatdg  by  them- 
eWVaawfll  reaalttelBiprorviBg  air  (inallty 
fapseveraPuiuiv.  jcars;  toat  teprovement 
bp*  itaelf  wiB  nat  br  neai-ty  enough  bx 
BMmy  eaeaw  to  aMalu  toe  standards. 

to  lestiaieny  befaie  me,  Metyor  Ooid- 
sehnddtef  FbrtKond,  QregOT  said: 

There  Is  a  talent  In  this  country  for  aa- 
commodatlng.  ourselves  to  adversity;  and 
saaSty  swaw,  what  we  [may]  foeget  is  that  we 
acwr  awl  ohaat  ha  cr  thwt  we  ever  had  a  goat 
QtgptMhgtalt.TB;  IMM. 

Wb  must  see  to  it  that  such  s  possibility 
dioes  not  become  r  rrsllty,  and  r  will  da 
what  I  can  to  mlniarize  the  possibility. 
Bx  partictdar,  edtlfengh  I  beifeve  a  pause 
hi  the  ttgilttning  of  auto  emission  stand¬ 
ards  fs  necessary  for  th?  reasons  I  have 
outlined,  I  wont  to  emphasize  strongly 
toe  need  for  the  automobile  industry  to 
oohfiBue,  and  in  toek  hierease,  its  efforts 
todevwioivBafeHietoods  of  aichieving~fur- 
toer  rechtekioBs  in  auto  emissions. 

to  addiklsn,  we  must  redouble  our  ef- 
ftrks  to  eoiitrof  okher  sources  of  the 
auto-reiatod  poButanks,  incfnding  both 
.skatfouaiT  som’ees.  and  veMeles  other 
toon  paBsenBer  cars,  and  to  move  for- 
werd  wfKr  effective  programs  that  will 
help  to  clean  up  the  air,  conserve  energy, 
and  stfnuiato  mass  transit  by  reducing 
our  overrehance  on  the  private  automo- 
Bfie. 

HPA  umaiiii  eoBimitted  to  aR  controls 
on  automotive  polhrtants  needed  to  meet 
afp  quaUky  standardb,  including  trans- 
pertotion  cuntrol  raeasinrs.  F-  do  not  be- 
Devw  took  Stokes  and  local  governments 
should  be  penalized  by  the  necessity  of 
temporarily  altering  our  auto  emission 
coKtrol  pragrani.  Btrt  there  should  be 
am  doubt  tbait  afl  reasoiwdilc  and  avail- 
aMw  Moasai’VB  that  are  within  tlieir  con- 
iMt  stad  needed  ke  meet  our  eiean  air 
gawlostioaiiffbe  ftnpiemsaAcd. 

The  aetloBj  T  pfen  to  kide  huAidie  too 
fMtowtog: 

CD  EariBsioRS  freas  a  lOrge  muaber  of 
vetdeies — (hose  eurrenkiy  elassiffed  as 
heawyffUfy — have  to  date  been  eontroHed 
only  sHglXiy.  These  veWeleB  contribute 
signiffeank^  to  urban  air  poSution,  and 
tile  prepopkfBR  of  toeir  eoRtribution  has 
increased  as  passenger  ears  henre  been 
oanlroltost  ta  current  levris.  I  expect  very 
ahoskQr  ta  pnpeae  more  stringent  emls- 
stoD  oeaitoBto  for  heavy  duty  vehktes. 

CD  EFkk  ahitoes  hwae  cto«^  huHcaked 
that  IpdlRieasben  eadsskims  caosed  by 
I  paisiiallSB  ftuns  the  fuel  system  of  an 
awtaBOcMto  toe  itlsi  amndi’hed  from  hx- 
ienipft*  LefJB^ftuB  in  (be  engtae)  are 
far  gnakti  than  had  been  previoualy  es¬ 
timated  and  may  asBoont  to>  the  equtva- 
iowSl  of  ttoipkpe  filsBaaia  at  nearif  two 
eym*  per  mile.  BoOr  tbr  MAS  and  my 
own,  taohnind'  staff  haare  stroagfr  Beaaa- 
mandad  toad  name  evapesattve  endaskat 
be  iwyased.  I  ahali  mate  every 
effoet  to  Bnpase  sach  a  new  atniant  by 
tbe  Ifftomadelyear. 

<8>  At  ennent  hwels  ef  anto  emiaitwi 
caatoal,.  motorcytoes  emit  substextlally 
mnm  poUadoai  ttiacn  a  new  car  does.  An 
ailtuaus  nottoe  ef  pvsposed  ndenMtMnr 
tOT'ooTrect  that  sftoatlon  has  been  issued, 
39  FR  2108  (Jan.  17, 1974) ,  and  the  final 


regulations  should  be  hr  eflbct  ftr  the 
1978  model  year. 

(41  The  escape  of  vapoiized 
when  vehicles  are  refueled  i&  asurtfter 
major  source  of  hydrocarbons,  hi 
amounts  eouivaXeat  to  abaut  A  grams  per 
mile.  The  HAS  bas  stated  toat  "reduc¬ 
tion  in.  emission  fitom  toese  sources 
CevapocatiOH  and  refueling  lossml  miutt 
be  achieved'  before  reduction,  of  exhaust 
nc  emissions  below  the  present  stand¬ 
ard  of  lA^  g/mf.  will  have  a  siemificant 
eflbct  on  total  HC  emissions  from  Ught- 
dUty  vehicles".  NAS  R^f.  p.  I8u  EFA  bas 
already  issued  regulations  on  this  point, 
requiring  a  93  percent  reduction  in  sucti 
enUssions.  I  plan,  to  insure  that  toe 
standard  for  vehicle  refuefing  will  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  the  most  effective  coiw 
trol  devices,  which  are  availbhle  or  can, 
be  developed 

(S)  Finally,  SPA  will  re-examine  car- 
rent  regulations  providing  for  eontroi  of 
hgdrocacbon  emission  ironv  saeh  things 
as  paints,  solvents,  dry -cIp airing;  liquids^ 
and  refineries  with  a  view  to  tightening 
them.  Many  of  these  regalatioos  were 
drafted  some  time  ago  and  do  not  rs- 
fiect  the  state  of  the  technology  vdiicb 
can  be  achieved  with  additienal  efibnrt. 

m.  Discussiott — ^1.  TethnoiogyL  The 
record  of  these  suspen^on  pcoceedings 
suggests  that  the  technology  of  mito- 
mohile  emission  coi^'ol  has  passed  its 
initial  stages  and  entered  on  the  period 
of  rapid  growth  and  development  that 
most  new  technologies  enjoy.  More  dif¬ 
ferent  approaches  to  problems  are  being 
pursued  than  in  thie  past.  Witnesac* 
talked  more  in  tbesreti^  tanna  relat¬ 
ing  what  they  were  doing  to  the  chacac- 
terlstics  ef  the  engine,  and  Stozned  to  be 
more  confident  of  tbieir  ground.  There 
saeas  to  he  possibilities  of  combining  the 
new  mpproachea  that  are  being  worked  on 
in  many  different  waya  that  have  not  yet 
been  explored.  And  there  was  a  signif¬ 
icantly  increased  area  of  agreement  be¬ 
tween.  toe  engineers  on  the  hearing 
panel  and  toeir  cauntciparts  in  industry. 

For  these  temoBA,  and  also-  because  of 
the  continuing  high  degree  of  public  in.- 
tesest  at  thia  time  in  the  technolsgy  of 
emission  ceotrol  and.  what  can  be  exr 
pecked  for  the;  future,  a  genend  snrvsap 
of  the  field  iaswunopriaite  here. 

a.  The  basics  ct  earitasenr  caairoi.  The 
CQaaeakinaali  aatraintiilr  engiae,  hte 
meat  otter  heat  enginex  tax  use  tadajr, 
wosisa  by  bumiag  fuel  tas  air  to  rrinww 
haat.  The  energy  oi  combustion  causes 
the  burning  mixture  of  fuel  and  atar  to 
expand,  and  this  axpansian  is  used  to 
produce  mechanical  work. 

More  paestely,  tax  today’s  nsitOBnebUe 
emdne  atar  ia  taten  f  xob  tte  outoUe;  and 
fuak  ia  nstoiud  into  it  as  the  air  paases 
ttTT'Ugh  toe  eastasnetor  Tkia  enatea  m 
mlxtUBa  ad  air  and  fuel.  That  rataturu 
paasaa  Into  toe  tadake  macdfolct  witeh 
sawex  aa  a  balding  and  dtotiibatiosx 
ebaatoar  fsaaa  whieb  toe  taidlaiduid  cyb- 
iodersaaa  daaw  it 

TMa  mixtaaa  ia  toeac  dbawn  taitoi  aach 

indlvMtaBff  eyltnder  by  a  Jban-atroke  of 
the  ptstoiT,  which  cinates  s  vacuum,  and 
is  compressed  on  the  next  up-stroke. 


not  401  Na  yi— naoAV.  mmkh  at,  ites- 


NOTICES 


11905 


When  the  point  of  maximum  compres-  ably  and  bom  smoothly.  If  such  per- 
sion  is  approached,  the  epnfic  plug  Is  formance  catmot  be  achiered,  not  only 
fired  and  the  mixture  Ignl^.  The  ex-  does  drlreaMllty  suffer;  the  Incomplete 
pending  gases  rush  Um  piston  down  combustion  causes  emisiAtm  of  hydro- 
agaln,  and  are  then  discharged  into  the  carbons  to  rise. 

exhaust  system  by  the  next  up-atroke.  Accordingly,  as  emission  control  re- 
Since  automobile  air  pollution  Is  the  qulrements  became  tighter,  the  manu- 
dlrect  product  of  combu^on  in  the  cyl-  facturers  began  to  adjust  the  point  in 
Inders,  efforts  to  describe  and  control  It  the  combustion  cycle  at  which  the  spark 
have  looked  first  to  the  combustion  pro-  plug  fires  in  order  to  provide  some  ad- 
cess  aiod  how  it  miidit  be  modified.  dltlonal  emlsdon  control.  Ideally,  for 
X  maximum  eflBciency  the  spark  should  be 

fired  somewhere  before  the  piston 
reaches  the  top  of  the  compression 

.  stroke.  This  ensures  that  as  much  of  the 

eo  ^  bum  as  possible  will  take  place  while  the 

1  _ piston  Is  still  high  in  the  chamber,  so 

\  1  that  the  heat  energy  released  by  the  cx- 

\  \  pending  gases  will  be  available  to  the 

\  I  maximum  extent  for  driving  the  piston 

leVi  y  on  Its  down  stroke. 

VK  However,  having  the  combustion  en- 

\  i  V.  CTgy  rclcased  so  early  In  the  tightest 

\  \  ^  - -  confines  of  the  piston  cylinder  also 

- -  means  that  combustion  will  be  less  com- 

plete  because  of  the  higher  surface  to 
\  >  ^  y(^ume  ratio  that  occurs  when  the  piston 

is  near  the  top  of  Its  stroke.  The  high 
\  surface  to  volume  ratio  results  in  a 

A  — —  greater  fraction  of  the  hydrocarbon 

/  \  \  compounds  being  in  contact  with  the 

/  \  \  no,  surfaces  of  the  engine  during  the  com- 

V  \  bustiofn  process,  where  they  are  not 

•  /  \  burned  because  of  flame  quenching.  Com¬ 

bustion  near  top  dead  center  also  maxi¬ 
mizes  expansion  of  the  mixture  that  oc¬ 
curs  thereby  lowering  exhaust  tempera¬ 
tures  and  reducing  the  continued  oxi¬ 
dation  reaction  that  occurs  in  the  ex¬ 
haust  system. 

To  combat  this,  the  spark  can  be  “re¬ 
tarded*'  or  fired  at  a  later  point  in  the 
cycle.  This  delay  in  starting  combus¬ 
tion  means  that  less  expansion  win  have 


newt  llt't  «■  bUtlMM*  o(  Tyriwl  li«iM  Uiiia4aM  <>4 
SKfenwaM  ••  AU/FmI  Ik*  V*rttc*l  SuU  1*  LlM*r 


*  A  year  and  a  half  ago.  at  our 
on  suspension  of  what  was  then  the  1978 
oxides  of  nitrogen  emission  standard.  Dr. 
Hutebeson  of  the  National  Academy  of  Scl- 
onoes  testified  that  under  me  pressure  of  me 
emlsston  standards  In  me  Cfiean  Air  Act 
The  automotive  Industry.  In  my  opinion, 
has  In  the  last  three  years  or  so  teamed 
more  about  the  engine  In  me  autoaaobUe 
that  they  make  than  mey  ever  knew  before. 
1976  Suspension  Hearings  transcript,  p.  1299. 

This  knowledge  appears  to  be  growing  as 
the  pressure  ts  k^t  up. 

•The  Society  of  Automotive  fTnglneeTS 
(SAB)  is  me  estabumed  forum  of  ms  auto 
Industry  for  tbo  piasrntmtioa  and  ewmangs 
of  technical  papers. 
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Paper  740104,  reproduced  at  G.M.  App., 
Appendix  7,  Attachment  1.  Besides 
changing  the  ratio  of  specific  heats  of 
the  mixture,  EOR  tends  to  improve  fuel 
econ(Mny  for  two  other  reasons : 

(i)  Because  the  EGR  dilutes  the 
**fresh  mixture,  less  throttling  is  re¬ 
quired  at  a  given  speed  and  load  point. 
This  reduces  the  pumping  losses  that 
make  the  conventional  engine  inherently 
less  efficient  than  the  diesel. 

(ii)  EGR  provides  “mechanical  octane” 
allowing  more  spark  advance  without 
knock  than  would  otherwise  be  the  case. 

See  Tr.  836;  GAI.  App.  Appendix  7, 
P.  7. 

The  GM  work  also  Indicates  that  a 
higher  percentage  of  EGR  in  the  air 
stream  can  be  tolerated  without  adverse 
effects  at  higher  engine  loadings  than  at 
low  ones.  Since  NO.  emissions  also  in¬ 
crease  with  engine  loadings,  this  increas¬ 
ing  EGR  tolerance  would  allow  more 
EGR  to  be  provided  Just  when  it  was 
needed.  See  Tr.  870  (POrd) . 

However,  the  EGR  systems  initially  in 
general  use  did  Just  the  opposite — ^they 
provided  the  maximum  percent  of  EGR 
at  low  loads,  and  decreased  it  as  the 
loads  got  higher.  For  some  time  the  de¬ 
fects  of  this  system  in  causing  decreased 
fuel  economv  and  driveability  were  at¬ 
tributed  to  EGR  generally. 

Since  then,  EGR  systems  that  provide 
a  more  constant  percentage  of  EGR  with 
increasing  engine  load  have  been  de¬ 
veloped  and  are  in  use  on  some  1975 
models.  They  are  a  major  reason,  along 
with  catalysts,  for  the  increased  fuel 
eccmomy  of  the  1975  models,  though  not 
all  1975  cars  use  them.  To  this  extent, 
then,  the  theoretical  studies  of  engine 
performance  initiated  by  the  need  to 
control  emissions  have  paid  off.  Tr.  458- 
59. 461  (GM) . 

But  the  final  step  to  providing  an  in¬ 
creased  proportion  of  EGR  at  higher 
loadings  cannot  be  taken  until  new 
hardware  is  developed.  Chrysler  and 
Ford  are  both  developing  a  system  that 
would  accomplish  this  by  controlling 
EGR  metering  electronically.  Ford  hopes 
to  have  this  system  ready  for  the  1978 
model  year.  C.  App.  m-A-ll.  Tr.  168; 
F.  App.  VI-J  pp.  2-3,  Tr.  869-70.  Each 
of  the  big  three  auto  companies  is  also 
working  on  electronic  control  of  major 
engine  variable.  GM  App.  Appendix  15, 
pp.  11-12,  F.  App.  VI-E  p.  2,  Tr.  39-40 
(Chrysler).  See  also  Tr.  3138,  3146-48, 
(Bendix  testimony  that  such  a  system 
can  be  ready  by  the  1978  model  year) . 

The  two  en^ne  functions  aside  from 
exhaust  gas  recirculation  that  would 
probably  be  controlled  by  an  electronic 
system  are  spark  timing  and  air/fuel 
ratio.  Though  ideally  all  three  should  be 
controlled  at  once  so  that  their  total 
operation  can  be  put  together  in  the  most 
efficient  way,  control  of  any  single  func¬ 
tion  by  itself  would  also  be  a  significant 
advance. 

It  appears  that  electronic  control  of 
{park  timing  could  definitely  be  installed 
on  a  large  number  of  1977  vehicles.  GM 
plans  to  Introduce  it  by  then,  while 
Chrysler  is  aiming  at  1976.  Tr.  75-76; 
186-87;  576-84;  GM  App.  3-a-5. 


The  time  in  the  piston  cycle  at  which 
current  tvark  systems  fire  is  generally 
governed  by  simple  mechanical  or  elec¬ 
trical  linkages  to  such  other  engine  func¬ 
tions  as  engine  speed  and  manifold 
vacuum.  Electronic  control  would  allow  a 
wider  range  of  variable  to  be  sensed, 
and  would  allow  the  timing  of  the  spark 
response  to  be  more  fiexibly  programmed. 
Status  Report  p.  3-15;  GM  App.  Appen¬ 
dix  8;  C.  App.  n-C  L  D-6;  Tr.  576-78 
(GM). 

Electronic  control  of  the  air-fuel  ratio 
seems  farther  off,  even  though  the  prin¬ 
ciple  to  be  used  is  well  understood.  Volvo 
plans  to  introduce  a  form  of  such  control 
on  its  1978  models.  Tr.  1337-8. 

To  control  alr/fuel  ratio  electronic¬ 
ally,  a  sensor  would  be  placed  in  the 
exhaust  stream  to  monitor  its  composi¬ 
tion  and  feed  any  necessary  adjustment 
signals  back  to  the  fuel  metering  system. 
Tr.  3289  (Chrysler) ,  (“ultimate  solution" 
to  control  problems);  Tr.  3518  (Ford), 
(“we  desperately  would  like  to  have  a 
control  system  that  would  allow  us  to  peg 
air/fuel  ratio").  Bosch  has  developed 
a  sensor  that  is  capable  of  “pegging”  the 
air/fuel  ratio  at  stoichiometric  and  will 
last  for  15,000  miles,  NAS  Rpt.  p.  61; 
Tr.  2988-90,  and  it  is  this  sensor  that 
Volvo  plans  to  use.  Tr.  1379  (See  also  Tr. 
1054-55  (VW) .  1843  (Englchard) . 

The  domestic  manufacturers,  however, 
want  to  calibrate  at  a  leaner  ratio  for 
better  fuel  economy,  and  sensors  that  will 
work  in  that  range  are  still  in  the  early 
development  stages.  F.  App.  VI-M;  Tr. 
3133-36;  3303,  3307,  3511.  No  witness 
would  predict  when  they  might  be  ready 
for  general  use.” 

The  industry,  in  addition  to  these  ef¬ 
forts  to  control  engine  functions  more 
closely,  is  attempting  to  reduce  the  base¬ 
line  emission  characteristics  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  engine  by  changing  some  of  its  com¬ 
ponents.  Efforts  here  are  centered  in  two 
areas:  Reducing  emissions  during  the 
first  minute  or  so  of  the  Federal  emis¬ 
sions  test,  and  enabling  the  engine  to 


“AJr/fuel  ratio  could  probably  not  be  con¬ 
trolled  ea  tightly  by  such  a  system  In  a  car 
equipped  with  a  conventional  carburetor  as 
In  one  using  fuel  Injection,  In  which  the  fuel 
Is  sprayed  directly  Into  each  Intake  port 
through  a  nozzle. 

In  a  carbureted  vehicle  the  alr/fuel  mix¬ 
ture  must  pass  through  the  carburetor  and 
be  distributed  to  the  Intake  ports  after  the 
fuel  has  been  metered  In.  During  this  period 
the  alr/fuel  ratio  may  be  disturbed  by  set¬ 
tling  of  fuel  on  the  manifold  walls  and  simi¬ 
lar  phenomena.  In  addition,  the  time  that  the 
mixture  takes  to  make  this  Journey  delays 
the  response  of  the  total  system  to  feedback 
signals.  Tr.  1604-06;  3014-15. 

With  current  control  systems,  these  differ¬ 
ences  are  probably  not  important,  NAS  Rpt. 
p.  48.  O.M.  App.  3-a-8;  Tr.  887,  but  with  more 
sophisticated  approaches  such  as  a  “three- 
way"  catalyst,  a  switch  to  fuel  Injection  or 
some  other  alternative  to  the  conventional 
carburetor  would  naost  likely  be  necessary. 
O.M.  App.  Appendix  15,  p.  3.  Though  fuel 
injection  technology  Is  fully  developed,  no 
domestic  manufacturer  has  any  plans  to 
make  this  switch  In  quantity,  and  It  prob¬ 
ably  could  not  be  completed  until  several 
yean  into  the  1980’s.  Tr.  883-8;  3024-28,  3031. 


nm  farther  in  the  lean  range  without 
adverse  consequences. 

When  an  engine  starts  “cold"  after 
having  been  shut  off  for  some  time,  the 
low  temperatures  makes  it  hard  to  mix 
the  fuel  with  the  air  so  as  to  create  a 
partly  vaporized  combustible  mixture. 
To  counteract  problsms  in  getting  the 
ignition  to  crtch  the  dhoke  is  used  to 
increase  the  fuel/air  ratio  during  this 
period.  However,  the  excess  fuel  is  not 
burned  completely  even  when  ignition 
is  achieved,  and  so  HC  and  CO  emis¬ 
sions  during  cold  starts  tend  to  be  very 
high.  On  catalyst-equipped  cars  this 
problem  is  magnified,  since  these  emis¬ 
sions  go  essentially  uncontrolled  by  the 
catalyst  which  is  still  at  too  low  a  tem¬ 
per '•ture  to  have  begim  working. 

For  these  reasons,  the  auto  companies 
have  devoted  an  increasing  proportion 
of  their  develorment  efforts  to  the  “cold 
start”  with  which  the  official  EPA  certi¬ 
fication  test  begins.  Tr.  669-71;  777.  The 
aim  has  been  to  reduce  the  need  for  ex¬ 
cess  fu^’l  metering,  and  the  time  during 
which  it  is  applied.  To  this  end,  devices 
such  ns  chokes  which  automatically  and 
quickly  turn  themselves  off  and  pipes 
to  divert  exhaust  gases  past  the  wall  of 
the  intake  system  to  h'-at  it  up  quickly 
and  thus  warm  the  fuel  during  cold  starts 
have  been  developed  and  installed  on 
many  current  production  vehicles. 

Two  new  developments  in  this  area 
appear  to  have  immediate  promise.. The 
first  is  a  small  electric  resistance  heater 
(like  a  hot-plate)  which  would  be  in¬ 
stalled  in  or  near  the  outlet  of  the  car¬ 
buretor  and,  when  turned  on,  would  va¬ 
porize  a  small  amount  of  fuel  whatever 
the  outside  temperature  was.  By  use  of 
this  device,  reported  by  Chrysler,  C.  App. 
IV-A-21,  the  substantial  excess  amount 
of  fuel  provided  by  the  choke  would  be 
replaced  by  a  smaller  amount  of  fuel 
heated  and  vaporized  so  as  to  be  more 
readily  burnable.  Chryrler,  however,  de¬ 
clined  to  set  a  target  date  for  introducing 
this  device,  though  they  did  indicate  that 
it  would  not  happen  in  the  near  future. 
Tr.  207-10. 

The  second  development — the  Dresser 
carburetor — is  far  more  sweeping  and 
promising.  It  would  also  require  exten¬ 
sive  new  Investment,  which  may  be  one 
reasem  the  auto  companies  have  been 
markedly  reluctant  to  explore  its  poten¬ 
tial.  There  is  no  reason  to  believe,  how- 
'ever,  that  the  final  cost  would  be  dra¬ 
matically  increased  over  present  carbu¬ 
retors.  Tr.  1459-60;  1558-59;  1509-10. 

In  all  carburetors  there  is  a  narrow 
passage  between  the  fuel  metering  de¬ 
vice  and  the  intake  manifold  through 
which  the  air/fuel  mixtiu^  passes.  The 
speed  of  the  mixture  at  that  point  is 
a  function  of  the  pressure  differential 
across  the  passage,  which  varies  due  to 
changes  in  the  throttle  position.  The 
Dresser  carburetor  simply  varies  the  size 
of  that  opening  and  no  Uirottle  is  used. 
The  size  of  the  opening  is  controlled  to 
a  range  that  ensures  that  the  speed  of 
the  mixture  at  the  throat  of  the  pas¬ 
sage  is  almost  alwasrs  the  speed  of  sound. 
Tr.  1433-36.  The  shock  wave  created 
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dovxxstream  of  tlie  throat  tgr  tht  tnuaal->' 
tlon  from  supersonle  to  sahmilc  flov 
atomtees  the  fad  droplets  and  creates  a 
very  fine  and  even  mlxtnre  of  atr  and 
fud. 

Since  the  amount  of  air  flowing 
through  the  cazhuretor  can  be  precisdjr 
calculated  from  the  fact  that  the  speed 
of  sound  Is  a  constant,  control  of  fuel 
metering  Should  be  all  that  would  be 
necessary  to  achieve  very  precise  control 
of  the  alr/fud  ratio.  Tr.  788.  1437. 

The  evidence  at  the  hearing  was  vir¬ 
tually  unanimous  that  the  Dresser  car¬ 
buretor  represents  a  sl«Tilflcant  advance 
over  prior  systems,  although  the  auto 
companies  were  noticeably  less  enthu¬ 
siastic  In  this  regard  than  other  wit¬ 
nesses.  NAS  Rept.  p.  48,  Status  Rept. 
pp.  S-11-12,  7-41-45,  F.  App.  VI-C-10 
(“test  fixture  results  of  an  encouraging 
nature”) :  C.  App.  Vol.  !▼,  p.  152  (“con¬ 
siderable  promise"  but  “unproven") ; 
O.M.  App.  Appendix  19  p.  9  (“no  sig¬ 
nificant  Improvement  In  exhaust  emis¬ 
sion  contrd  or  fud  economy”) ;  Tr. 
214-24  (Chrysler)  (“excellent  poten¬ 
tial”)  ;  Tr.  787  (Ford)  (“we  are  encour¬ 
aged”)  ;  Tr.  1496-87  (Carter  Carburetor) 
(“a  definite  Improvement  over  the  pres¬ 
ent  day  carburetors”) ;  Tr.  1554-55 
(Holly  Carburetor)  (“convlnoed"  It 
“represents  a  real  and  significant  ad¬ 
vantage  over  the  types  of  carburetors 
that  are  employed  on  cars  today”) ,  2414 
(NAS). 

The  principle  of  the  Dresser  carbu¬ 
retor  bem  known  since  1970.  Tr. 
1451-52.  Yet  even  Ford,  the  comiJany 
which  has  worked  the  most  with  this 
device,  testified  that  even  on  an  optlmls- 
Ue  view  It  would  not  be  possible  to  put 
It  on  induction  vehldes  ^fore  the  1979 
model  year.  Tr.  786,  795.  Other  wit¬ 
nesses  concurred.  Tr.  1502  (C^ter  Car¬ 
buretor)  ;•  1556  (Holh'  Carburetor) . 

Ihe  very  even  mixture  which  the 
Dresser  carburetor  produces  means  that 
ignition  during  most  cold  starts  should 
be  achievable  without  choking  and 
warm-up  devices.  In  addition,  the  im¬ 
proved  cmubustibility  such  a  mixture 
should  make  it  poSsiUe  to  operate  far¬ 
ther  in  the  lean  range  without  misfires. 

Operating  further  in  the  lean  rahge 
in  this  manner  would  amount  to  a 
change  in  the  characteristics  of  the  en¬ 
gine  described  in  Figure  1.  With  better 
fuel  preparatlcm,  operating  lean  need  no 
longer  cause  mis&es  and  an  increase 
in  emissions.  Instead,  the  leanM*  mixture 
can  make  poseifale  more  comply  com¬ 
bustion  of*  the  fud.  thus  redudng  HC 
and  CO  emissions,  while  the  reduced 
combustion  temperature  aUm  lowers  the 
formation  of  NO*.  The  “lean  bum  en- 
gine“  much  discussed  at  the  hearings  is 
simply  a  more  or  leas  conventional  en¬ 
gine  with  various  new  components  and 
adjustments  that  allow  It  to  operate 
leaner. 

Many  Improvement  In  or  under 
development  to  Improve  operation  In  the 
lean  range  affect  tiie  combustion  process 
itself,  mgh-energy  Igiritlsn  wMdi  pro- 
vkles  a  longer  awd  hotter  spark  and 
eliminates  moving  parka  in  the  igitittow 
system  is  standard  equlpmmit  on  ■«««* 


vdilcles  today.  Minor  modlfleatlons  to 
the  piston  chamber  and  head  are  also 
being  investigated.**  By  far  the  most 
public  Interest  here,  however,  has  cen¬ 
tered  on  strattfled  charge  enidnes  such 
as  the  CVCC  now  being  produced  by 
Honda. 

These  engines  an  work  by  dividing  the 
fuel/alr  mixture  In  the  combuslon 
chamber  into  two  portions,  one  fairly 
rich,  and  the  other  quite  lean.  The  rich 
charge  Is  ignited  first,  and  It  In  turn 
provides  enough  energy  to  Ignite  even  a 
mixture  too  lean  to  be  touched  off  by 
an  ordinary  spark  plug.  Mixtures  which 
are  thus  very  lean  on  the  average  can  be 
ignited  this  way.** 

Finally,  the  industry  Is  also  woiking 
on  modifications  to  the  exhaust  system. 
The  most  dramatic  of  these — the  cata¬ 
lytic  converter — Is  discussed  in  the  next 
section.  Other  modifications  short  of  this, 
however,  have  also  made  great  progress. 

One  other  approach  is  simply  to  In¬ 
sulate  the  exhaust  system  so  that*  heat 
win  be  retained  in  It  longer.  This  will 
make  it  possible  for  HC  and  CO  emissions 
to  bum  themselves  to  harmless  sub¬ 
stances  for  a  longer  period  even  after 
they  leave  the  engine.  Ford  has  achieved 
substantial  results  with  this  approach, 
but  claims  that  most  of  the  new  devel¬ 
opments  will  not  be  ready  for  produc¬ 
tion  by  the  1977  model  year.  F.  App.  VT- 
A-1-3;  VI-P-3-5;  VI-O;  Tr.  782-84.  See 
also  Status  Rept.  S-7;  C.  App.  lV-A-22- 
42;  Tr.  212-13. 

As  noted  on  page  11  above,  many  cars 
use  an  air  pump  to  accelerate  the  com¬ 
bustion  process  In  the  exhaust  system 
either  with  or  without  a  catalyst.  It  is 
generaDy  agreed  that  in  theory  main¬ 
taining  a  constant  proportion  of  air  in 
the  exhaust  system  is  the  best  way  to 
promote  combustion,  a  condition  that  air 
pumps  currently  in  use  do  not  provide. 
Both  QM  and  Ford  have  experimented 
with  “modulated  air”  to  correct  this 
fault.  Ford  with  encouraging  results.  OM 
with  results  it  labels  indifferent  F.  App. 


"  Tftinaha  has  dereloped  a  system  of  engine 
modtfleaUons  that  It  claims  can  achlere  the 
statutory  emission  standards  through  a  *lean 
hum"  approach  without  the  use  of  a  catalyst 
and  at  a  total  cost  of  fifty  dcdlan.  Tboitgh 
the  details  of  the  system  are  stUl  proprietary 
and  will  not  be  discussed,  can  equipped  with 
the  Yamaha  system  have  been  tested  at  the 
EPA  Ann  Art>or  faclttty  and  represent  a 
tignlfieant  engineering  advance  In  the 
opinion  of  my  technical  staff.  Status  Report 
7-46^:  Tr.  1401-02;  1496-r7. 

**Ae  dlBcussed  below.  Ford  and  ChrySlsr 
have  cancelled  their  rotary  engine  (Wankel 
engine)  devriopment  programs,  and  OM  bas 
postponed  the  Introduction  of  Its  rotary  en¬ 
gine  Indefinitely,  In  each  case  because  of 
Inability  to  achieve  emission  standards  with 
anything  Mke  aceepiable  fuel  economy. 

Toyo  Kogyo  (“Mazda")  whhdi  Introduced 
the  rotary,  however,  aeenis  confident  of  nuk¬ 
ing  the  rotary  eompetlttve  again  by  adapting 
tba  stratiflad  charge  eone^  to  it.  SBnoe  the 
rotary  engine  works  on  the  saaw  principle 
as  the  piston  engine,  with  the  rotcu:  ti^ung 
the  i^aee  of  the  pistons  and  certain  specified 
areas  along  the  rotor  chamber  wall  taking 
the  pkaee  off  the  cylinders,  there  is  no 
theorstleal  rsason  why  this  cannot  be  dame. 


VI-L;  OJM.  App.  Appendix  6  pp.  4-6;  see 
also  C.  App.  VoL  TV  p.  154.  Though  the 
modification  to  the  air  pump  needed  to 
accomplish  this  is  siimde  and  chesq?. 
Status  Report  p.  3-11.  no  auto  company 
has  announced  plans  to  Install  It  on  their 
1977  models. 

U.  Catalyst  technology.  The  most  sig¬ 
nificant  facts  that  catalyst  technology 
have  already  been  set  forth — that  it  has 
proved  highly  effective  in  controlling 
emissions,  fully  capable  of  mass  produc¬ 
tion,  darkle  in  certification  testing  and 
field  trials,  and  that  it  gives  promise  of 
being  durable  in  use. 

The  Natiorial  Academy  of  Sciences  has 
stated  that: 

What  la  really  needed  la  a  better  under- 
ata ruling  of  the  engine  characterlstlea  that 
lead  to  catalyst  deterioration.  Aa  theae  are 
better  understood  through  experience  and 
this  Information  Is  reflected  In  better  engine- 
control  designs,  It  should  be  possible  to  meet 
much  lower  standards  easily  with  catalyst- 
equipped  vehicles.  NAS  Rept.  p.  41. 

Despite  this,  and  even  though  con¬ 
siderable  work  was  reported  on  tighter 
control  of  other  engine  functions,  vir¬ 
tually  no  work  along  these  lines  was  re¬ 
ported  by  the  auto  companies. 

Indeed,  the  only  major  new  develop¬ 
ment  disclosed  by  auto  companies  was 
aimed  at  the  problem  of  “cold  start” 
emissions  discussed  in  the  preceding  sec¬ 
tion.  This  work  involves  t^  addition  of 
a  small  second  catalyst  to  the  exhaust 
system  very  close  to  the  engine  and  ahead 
of  the  main  catalyst.  The  small  siae  of 
the  catalyst,  combined  with  its  position 
close  to  the  source  ^  heat  in  the  engine, 
means  that  it  will  reach  working  tem¬ 
perature  and  begin  converting  HC  and 
CO  to  harmless  substances  socmer  than 
the  main  catalyst  can.  Once  the  main 
catalyst  begins  functioning,  the  small 
catalyst  can  be  switched  out  of  the  ex¬ 
haust  system  to  preserve  its  disability. 
Status  Report  3-9-10;  Tr.  1927-29.  See 
also  Tr.  170-71 ;  538-43, 558. 

Both  OM  and  Chrysler  have  Indicated 
that  use  of  a  “start  catalyst”  is  part  of 
their  first  choice  system  for  meeting  the 
1977  standards.  C.  App.  IV-A-1 ;  GM  Ani. 
4-a-l-2-3.  Though  not  much  testing  bas 
been  done,  and  though  the  auto  com¬ 
panies  were  very  cautious,  it  appears 
that  this  device  has  the  potential  ior 
both  improved  emission  control  and  im¬ 
proved  fuel  economy  at  the  same 
Tr.  298, 556-57. 

The  catalyst  companies  appear  to  be 
concentrating  their  efforts  on  new  cata¬ 
lyst  formulations  that  will  retain  a  high 
efficiency  for  controlling  HC  and  CO  for 
longer  periods.  Substantial  progress  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  being  made.  Tr.  562-66;  767- 
69;  1829;  1933;  2103-04;  2212;  3219-28; 
2230-40;  2304.  , 

In  at  least  one  area  of  analysis  more 
general  agreement  between  EPA  and  the 
auto  companies  on  how  to  sssess  catalyst 
performance  seems  to  have  been  reached, 
Thooih  certain  areas  can  be  pointed  to 
where  the  functioning  of  the  catalyst  and 
the  engine  to  whlcfa  it  Is  attached  may 
influence  each  other,  Tr.  182.  584-85, 
2084-85.  the  three  major  auto  companies 
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appear  now  to  have  adopted  EPA’s  long¬ 
standing  position  that  these  are  minor 
enough  to  be  overlooked,  and  that  for 
analytical  purposes  emissions  from  any 
conventional  automobile  engine  operat¬ 
ing  without  a  catalyst  can  be  adjusted 
to  account  for  the  addition  of  a  catalyst 
simply  by  adjusting  for  the  percentage 
reduction  in  emissions  which  that  par¬ 
ticular  catalyst  has  been  shown  to  pro- 
ducj.  G.M.  App.  4-a-2.  p.  6,  9  F.  App. 
in-D;  Tr.  329-31  (Chrysler);  Tr.  808 
(Ford).  In  other  words,  the  catalyst 
functions  as  a  percentage  reduction  de¬ 
vice  by  which  the  emissions  from  an  en¬ 
gine  are  reduced  to  a  fraction  of  their 
former  value  without  otherwise  affecting 
the  operation  of  the  engine  in  any  way. 

What  is  more,  oxidation  catalysts  can 
also  be  added  to  any  variety  of  “alternate 
engine”  as  long  as  it  uses  unleaded  gaso¬ 
line.  and  the  same  emission  reductions 
will  result.  This  takes  on  importance  as 
it  begins  to  appear  (see  Section  ni-l-d 
below)  that  some  of  the  most  attractive 
“alternate  engines’*  from  a  fuel  economy 
standpoint  may  need  a  catalyst  to  meet 
low  emission  numbers. 

c.  Ability  to  Achieve  the  Standards  in 
1977.  The  central  question  raised  by  these 
applications  is  whether  “effective”  con¬ 
trol  technology  is  available  to  achieve 
compliance  with  the  statutory  HC  and 
CO  emission  standards  in  the  1977  model 
year.  As  I  indicated  above,  the  question 
of  sulfuric  acid  emissions  to  my  mind 
prevents  such  a  determination. 

If  it  were  not  for  this  issue,  the  deter¬ 
mining  factors  here  would  be: 

(i)  Can  enough  models  of  vehicles  to 
meet  1977  “basic  demand”. be  certified 
prior  to  commencement  of  1977  model 
year  production?; 

(ii)  Will  these  vehicles  comply  with 
the  other  emission  control  requirements 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  such  as  assembly¬ 
line  testing  and  in-use  compliance?;  and 

(iii)  Can  th^se  vehicles  be  mass-pro¬ 
duced  in  quantity? 

No  witness  seriously  denied  that  the 
actual  hardware  needed  for  1977  com¬ 
pliance  could  be  produced  and  installed 
on  vehicles  in  the  time  remoining.  Such 
an  argument  would  be  hard  to  accept  in 
any  event,  since  the  industry  has  already 
demonstrated  its  capacity  to  smoothly 
make  the  far  greater  production  shift 
attendant  on  widespread  Introduction  of 
the  catalytic  converter  during  the  1975 
model  year. 

As  for  certification,  all  three  applicants 
admit  that  they  can  certify  a  number  of 
model  lines  at  the  statutory  standards  in 
1977.  Chrysler  and  General  Motors  ex¬ 
press  some  uncertainty  as  to  whether 
they  can  certify  all  their  models,  and  only 
suggest  that  they  probably  could  not.  Tr. 
35, 49,  70, 156  (CTirysler) ;  300,  394  (GM) , 
while  Ford  makes  a  determined  effort  to 
demonstrate  by  quantitative  analysis 
that  only  a  small  percentage  of  its  vehi¬ 
cles  could  qualify.  F.  App.  ni-D,  Letter 
of  1/22/75;  Tr.  628-29. 

Assessing  the  validity  of  these  claims  is 
considerably  more  difficult  than  it  was 
at  the  time  of  our  two  hearings  held  in 
1973.  The  level  of  vehicle  testing  aimed 
at  achieving  the  statutory  emission  levels 


has  dropped  off  considerably  since  that 
period,  an  interesting  fact  which  argues 
that  either  the  auto  companies  are  al¬ 
ready  confident  of  their  ability  to  achieve 
the  standards,  or  that  they  do  not  believe 
that  the  strndards  will  be  enforced. 

Nevertheless,  my  technical  staff  has 
again  estimated  the  ability  of  the  indus¬ 
try  to  certify  by  use  of  a  quantitative 
methodology. 

The  characteristics  of  this  method¬ 
ology  have  been  the  subject  of  far-reach¬ 
ing  disclosure  and  comment  in  the  past, 
and  no  detailed  recapitulation  is  neces¬ 
sary  here.  However,  two  points  about  it 
should  be  made.  The  first  is  that  every 
promising  test  result  on  a  given  car  is 
adjusted  to  take  account  of  the  possibil¬ 
ity  that  the  same  car,  tested  again,  might 
not  perform  so  well,  and  only  those 
readings  which  are  so  low  as  to  give  high 
confidence  that  the  results  of  any  retest 
would  also  be  below  the  standards  are 
used  to  predict  an  ability  to  certify.  The 
second  is  that  although  test  results  ob¬ 
tained  from  cars  that  did  not  use  the 
full  range  of  emission  control  systems 
available  were  adjusted  to  indicate  what 
the  result  would  be  if  the  missing  pieces 
had  been  used,  this  was  only  done  to  the 
extent  thot  the  portions  omitted  will  be 
available  for  production  in  1977.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  no  credit  was  taken  for  most  of 
the  promising  new  approaches  discussed 
in  the  preceding  section. 

The  results  of  this  approach  are  that 
mcdcls  re“  resenting  between  ninety  and 
one  hundred  percent  of  the  sales  of  each 
of  the  applicants,  and  of  their  total  sales, 
are  predicted  with  high  confidence  to 
certify  at  the  statutory  levels  in  1977, 

The  auto  companies  also  argued,  with 
varying  degrees  of  specificity,  that  what¬ 
ever  their  ability  to  achieve  certification 
might  be.  their  ability  to  comply  with 
the  recently  proposed  EPA  assembly-line 
test  regulation,  see  39  FR  45360  (Dec.  31, 
1974),  would  be  substantially  less,  at 
least  if  any  more  than  half  the  cars  were 
required  to  meet  standards. 

That  argument  has  been  considered, 
and  an  rnalysis  of  it  is  set  forth  in  the 
Technical  Appendix.  Briefly,  it  indicates 
that  assembly  line  testing  may  have  some 
impact  on  the  ability  of  the  manufac¬ 
turer  to  certify,  but  that  tighter  quality 
control  in  actual  production  can  tend 
to  offset  any  such  effect. 

Predicting  the  ability  of  1977  systems 
to  comply  with  those  sections  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  ai.med  at  ensuring  that 
vehicles  meet  the  emission  standards  in 
customer  use  is  more  difficult,  both  be¬ 
cause  the  actual  methods  of  administra¬ 
tive  implementation  of  these  provisions 
have  not  been  settled  by  EPA  and  be¬ 
cause  there  has  been  little  experience 
with  catah’st  cars  in  the  hands  of  con¬ 
sumers.  However,  what  information 
there  is  suggests  as  noted  above  that 
catalysts  are  durable  in  use,  and  that 
cars  meeting  the  1977  emission  standards 
in  1977  could  achieve  sutetantial  com¬ 
pliance  even  with  fairly  stringent  ap¬ 
proaches  to  implementing  these  pro¬ 
visions. 

d.  Emissions,  fuel  economy,  and  ol- 
temative  engines — ^i.  Emissions  and  fuel 


economy — the  effect  on  the  engine.  Every 
automobile  engine,  when  tuned  for  max¬ 
imum  fuel  economy,  emits  pollutants  at 
a  certain  rate.  For  some  engines,  this 
rate  can  be  quite  low.  Some  diesel  engines 
meet  the  1977  standards  without  any 
adjustment  for  emis:ion  control  at  all, 
Tr.  755,  and  Honda  testified  that  its 
CVee  engine  delivers  the  best  fuel  econ¬ 
omy  when  tuned  to  the  California  stand¬ 
ards.  not  to  some  higher  number.  Tr. 
1228. 

The  same  relationship  holds  for  more 
conventional  engines  and  their  associated 
after-treatment  devices.  To  every  com¬ 
bination  of  carburetor,  intake  manifold, 
combustion  chamber  design,  ignition 
system,  catalj'st,  and  the  like,  there 
corresponds  a  given  emission  level  when 
the*  engine  is  timed  for  maximum  fuel 
economy. 

If  that  system  is  now  required  to  re¬ 
duce  emissions  below  that  level,  this  can 
be  done  in  two  ways.  The  eziglne  can 
be  recclibrated,  probably  through  the  use 
of  spark  retard,  and  fuel  economy  will 
suffer.  Alternative  Iv,  the  system  design 
can  be  changed  so  that  its  basic  emissions 
are  lower.  There  is  no  inherent  reason 
to  believe  that  such  adjustments  will  be 
bad  for  fuel  economy,  and  in  the  past 
many  such  adjustments  have  been  good 
for  fuel  economy.  Status  Report  3-3, 
6-1-2;  Tr.245. 

This  point  was  extensively  discussed 
at  the  hearings,  and  accepted  by  the 
auto  compemies,  rlbeit  at  times  with 
some  reluctance.  Tr.  75,  169-70,  187,  234, 
330  (Chrysler):  Tr.  464-65  (GM) ;  Tr. 
752-57,  783-84,  814,  819-20  (Ford) ;  Tr. 
1038  (VW). 

It  is  for  this  reason  that  the  National 
Academy  of  Sciences  and  my  technical 
staff  arc  in  agreement  that: 

The  reduction  of  emissions  insures  neither 
a  reduction  nor  an  Increase  in  engine  elB- 
ciency,  a  1th  the  citing  of  examples  of  both 
cases  possible.  NAS  Kept.  31;  Status  Report 
2-1;  2-3;  3-3;  Appendix  D. 

The  testimony  at  the  hearings  indi¬ 
cated  that  the  engine-catalyst  systems 
being  used  to  meet  the  current  national 
interim  standards  could  not  deliver  very 
much  more  fuel  economy  than  they  do 
now  even  if  all  emission  standards  were 
completely  removed.  Tr.  453  (GM)  (“I 
think  w’e  are  probably  near  the  flat  part 
of  the  curve”) ;  Tr.  245  (Chrysler) 
(“[Ilf  NOx  were  not  a  consideration,  we 
have  got  4  or  5  percent  in  fuel  economy 
we  could  pick  up  •  •  •  [olffhand,  I  don’t 
think  [a  relaxation  of  HC  and  CO  con¬ 
trols  from  that  level]  really  would  help 
much”) . 

At  this  point,  two  questions  arise.  The 
first  is  whether  new  advances  in  tech¬ 
nology  might  change  this  relationship, 
and  make  it  possible  to  gain  dramatic 
increases  In  fuel  economy  through  the 
installation  of  some  new  device  that 
would  also  increase  emissions. 

The  answer  here  is  simple.  Absolutely 
no  testimony  concerning  any  such  device 
was  introduced  in  these  proceedings  and 
in  the  opinion  of  my  technical  staff, 
there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  any 
such  device  exists. 
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The  second  question  is  whether  tech- 
nolofiry  is  being  developed  that  has  the 
potential  for  reducing  emissions  and  im¬ 
proving  fuel  eeonocny  at  the  rame  time. 
The  answer  is  that  virtually  every  new 
approach  under  investigatlcm  has  this 
potential. 

Electronic  control  of  engine  functions 
should  have  the  effect  of  making  greater 
fuel  economy  possible  at  any  given  level 
of  emission  control,  and  vice  versa.  It 
would  replace  engine  adjustments  made 
for  no  reasons  other  than  the  shortcom¬ 
ings  of  the  current  control  system  with 
adjustments  that  have  been  made  for  a 
piu-pose.  That  piupose  could  be  either 
fuel  economy  or  emission  control  or  any 
combination  of  the  two. 

Indeed,  though  the  necessary  detailed 
work  on  engine  relationships  has  not 
yet  been  done,  the  example  of  EQR  con¬ 
trol  discussed  above  makes  it  reasonable 
to  expect  that  in  other  areas  potential 
trade-offs  can  be  minimized,  and  one 
factor  maximized,  at  essentiaUy  no  sac¬ 
rifice  in  terms  of  the  other. 

Efforts  to  reduce  "cold  start”  emis¬ 
sions  are  almost  all  good  for  fuel  econ¬ 
omy,  since  they  generally  aim  at  reduc¬ 
ing  the  use  of  excess  fuel  at  this  point 
in  the  driving  cycle. 

Engines  using  the  Dresser  carburetor 
and  other  “lean  bum”  systems  also  ap¬ 
pear  to  have  inherently  lower  emissions 
when  tuned  for  maximiun  fuel  economy 
than  do  current  engines.  This  tendency 
is  to  be  expected,  since  operating  leaner 
(l.e.  with  less  fuel  in  the  air)  without 
misfire  should  make  the  same  amount  of 
fuel  go  farther  and  also  reduce  pollution 
as  more  complete  combustion  is  achieved. 

Finally,  Improved  catalysts  'and  ex¬ 
haust  treatment  devices  will  reduce 
emissions  at  essentially  no  cost  in  fuel 
economy. 

il.  Fuel  economy  and  “Alternative  En-^ 
Oines".  Much  discussion  in  recent  years 
has  focused  on  the  ability  of  engines  that 
differ  from  the  current  one  in  some  re¬ 
spects  to  achieve  low  emission  levels,  and 
it  has  often  been  said  that  the  ultimate 
answer  to  the  auto  emissions  problem  lies 
in  the  general  adoption  of  one  or  more 
of  these  “alternative  engines”.  With  in¬ 
creasing  concern  about  fuel  economy, 
the  discussion  has  broadened  to  include 
the  fuel  economy  benefits  that  might  be 
realized  at  low  emission  levels  through 
general  use  in  passenger  cars  of  either 
the  diesel,  the  Wankel,  or  the  stratified 
charge  engine. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  diesel- 
powered  automobiles  would  have  sub¬ 
stantially  greater  fuel  economy  than  any 
alternative  foreseeable  in  the  next  ten 
years,  or  that  their  HC  and  CO  emissions 
are  naturally  so  low  that  meeting  the 
1977  emission  standards  is  no  problem 
at  all.  NAS  Kept.  p.  70,  Tr.  898  (Mer¬ 
cedes-Benz)  . 

However,  the  domestic  auto  companies 
have  no  firm  plans  to  introduce  diesel 
automobiles  into  this  country,  even 
though  General  Motors,  at  least,  does 
produce  a  diesel  for  sale  in  Europe.  Tr. 
590-91.  Mercedes-Benz,  by  contrast,  is 
stepping  up  its  diesel  sales  in  the  United 
States.  Tr.  901-02;  937. 


Though  the  domestics  all  give  the  al¬ 
leged  inability  of  the  diesel  engine  to 
meet  the  ultimate  statutory  NOx  emis¬ 
sion  standard  of  .4  g/mi  as  a  major  fac¬ 
tor  in  their  decision,  it  appears  that  such 
other  characteristics  of  the  present  diesel 
engine  as  low  power-to-weight  ratio  re¬ 
sulting  in  sluggish  performance,  start¬ 
ing  problems  at  low  temperature,  noise, 
odor  and  particulate  “  emissions,  and 
the  modifications  that  would  have  to  be 
made  to  cun'ent  engine  blocks  to  enable 
them  to  accommodate  the  increased 
stresses  of  diesel  operation  are  at  least 
of  equal  impqrtance.  GM  App.  4-a-7,  pp. 
8-10,  P.  App.  V-c-1-12:  C.  App.  IV-G-14; 
Tr.  589-91  (GM) ;  1142-48  (Nissan). 
Though  in  all  probability  many  of  these 
problems  could  bo  eliminated  or  reduced 
witla  work,  very  little  along  these  lines 
was  reported.  NAS  Rept.  74;  Tr.  946-47. 

The  Wankel  engine  is  at  the  opposite 
extreme.  General  Motors  was  planning  to 
introduce  it  in  the  1975  model  year,  but 
those  plans  have  been  shelved  indefi¬ 
nitely  due  to  poor  emission  control  and 
fuel  economy  performance.  GM  App.  4- 
a-7  pp.  13-14,  Attachment  2.  The  other 
two  major  auto  companies  have  dropped 
their  rotary  engine  programs  outright. 
P.  App.  V-1,  V-C-16;  C.  App.  IV-G-9-10. 

However,  Toyo  Kogyo,  which  first  in¬ 
troduced  the  rotary  engine  into  coiruner- 
cial  use  in  the  Mazda  and  which  has 
demonstrated  that  the  statutory  emis¬ 
sion  standards  can  be  achieved  with  it, 
plans  to  improve  fuel  economy  by  50% 
over  1974  levels  and  achieve  the  statutory 
emission  levels  at  the  same  time.  Tr. 
1210-41. 

As  discussed  above,  Toyo  Kogvo  plans 
to  do  this  by  adapting  to  the  rotary  en¬ 
gine  the  princi’-le  of  stratified  charge, 
which  probably  has  received  more  atten¬ 
tion  than  any  other  “alternative  engine” 
approach. 

The  bulk  of  that  publicity  has  focused 
on  the  use  of  stratified  charge  in  what 
is  otherwise  essentially  a  conventional 
piston  engine.  One  such  modified  en¬ 
gine — the  Honda  CVCC — has  been  in 
production  in  Japan  for  some  time  and 
has  lust  gone  on  sale  in  this  coiuitry. 

The  weight  of  opinion  seems  at  pres¬ 
ent  to  agree  that  t^e  Honda  engine  may 
not  be  the  most  attractive  stratified 
charge  engine  from  a  fuel  economy 
st'’ndpoint.  An  engine  of  a  somewhat 
different  design,  of  which  the  Ford 
PROCO  is  one  example,  seems  to  surpass 
it.  However,  those  other  engines  will  re¬ 
quire  a  catalyst  to  meet  the  1977  statu¬ 
tory.  standards.  NAS  Rept.  p.  9,  PE  Rept. 
pp.  47-48,  Tr.  685,  3534-37  (FOrd) ,  2357 
(NAS),  P.  App.  V.  p.  2.  Honda  believes 
that  its  system  has  good  fuel  economy 
potential  and  based  on  its  past  perform¬ 
ance  may  well  be  proved  right  in  the  end. 
Tr.  1212.  See  also  NAS  Rept.  p.  68. 

Whatever  alternate  engine,  if  any, 
might  ultimately  be  chosen,  one  thing 
clear  from  the  hearing  record  is  that  in- 


”  There  Is  some  concent  that  the  dleeel  en¬ 
gine,  even  though  It  does  not  use  a  catalyst, 
may  have  a  problem  of  sulfate  emissions  due 
to  the  high  sulfur  content  of  diesel  fuel.  NAS 
R^t.  144,  Tr.  2386-87. 


troduction  of  such  engines  in  quantity 
into  domestic  production  cannot  be  ex¬ 
pected  any  time  soon.  The  NAS  has  esti¬ 
mated  that  if  the  decision  to  convert  to 
diesels  were  taken  today,  and  a  high  per¬ 
centage  of  the  domestic  machine-tool  in¬ 
dustry  made  available  to  modify  the  en¬ 
gine  lines  so  that  diesel  engines  rathrr 
than  gasoline  engines  could  be  produced 
on  them,  only  12%  of  American  produc¬ 
tion  could  be  converted  to  diesels  by  1980, 
and  only  17  percent  by  1983.  NAS  Rept. 
p.  114.  There  is  no  reason  to  believe,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  domestic  industry  is  close 
to  m.aking  a  decision  to  convert  any  sig¬ 
nificant  amount  of  its  capacity  to  diesels. 

Conversion  to  the  Wankel  engine  would 
take  even  longer,  since  it  has  a  com¬ 
pletely  different  shape  from  the  current 
engine  and  much  more  extensive  retool¬ 
ing  wooild  be  necessary.  As  noted,  the 
domestic  industry  has  cut  back  or  elimi¬ 
nated  its  Wankel  programs. 

As  for  the  stratified  charge,  the  NAB 
has  estimated  that  up  to  27  percent  of 
domestic  production  coiild  be  converted 
to  the  use  of  CVCC  engines  by  1980  if  the 
decision  to  convert  were  taken  today, 
with  the  percentage  reaching  41  percent 
by  1983.  NAS  Rept.  p.  114.  See  also  Tr. 
1233  (Honda  estimates  lass  than  4  years 
lead  time  to  begin  CVCC  production). 

There  is  no  prospect,  however,  that 
anything  like  that  time-table  will  be  mat. 
In  the  first  place,  the  domestic  manu¬ 
facturers  have  all  stated  explicitly  that 
they  will  not  even  seriously  consider  con¬ 
version  unless  the  statutory  NO.  stand¬ 
ard  of  .4  g/mi.  is  changed.  They  insist 
that  engines  which  must  operate  in  the 
lean  range,  like  the  stratified  charge, 
cannot  be  used  with  a  NO.  catalyst, 
which  requires  rich  or  stoichiometric 
conditions,  and  that  use  of  a  NO.  catalyst 
will  be  needed  to  achieve  the  statutory 
NO.  standard.** 

But  even  if  the  NO.  emission  standard 
were  relaxed,  there  is  no  assurance  that 
the  change-over  would  be  made.  Since 
the  auto  companies  can  achieve  both  the 
statutory  emission  standards  and — even¬ 
tually — very  sigpaificant  Improvements  in 
fuel  economy  with  the  conventional  en¬ 
gine  plus  a  catalyst,  the  relative  attrac¬ 
tiveness  of  the  stratified  charge  approach 
has  been  diminished.  The  substantial  in¬ 
vestment  that  would  be  required  to  make 
the  change-over  is  another  strike  against 
it. 

Chrysler  and  General  Motors  discussed 
their  stratified  charge  programs  only  in 
the  most  general  and  conclusory  terms, 
and  resisted  any  implication  that  they 
were  eager  to  move  away  from  the  pres- 


>*Tbere  Is  at  least  some  theoretical  doubt 
about  this  last  point.  EOR  alone  can  control 
NO,  emissions  to  very  low  levels  with  more 
or  less  constant  fuel  economy,  but  after  a 
certain  point  only  at  the  price  of  a  steep  rise 
in  hydrocarbon  emissions. 

Improvements  in  hydrocarbon  control 
techniques  could  therefore  make  possible  in¬ 
creased  control  of  NO,  without  the  use  of  a 
NO,  catalyst.  P.  App.  VI-E-3:  Tr.  467-61 
(OM);  Tr.  3316-21  (Chrysler).  At  present, 
however,  it  appears  that  the  reqtdred  degree 
of  HC  control  could  only  be  provided  by  an 
oxidizing  catalyst. 
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uno  Nonces 


Mt  IwbIc  aigiM  cooflBvntton.  GM  Apv. 
4-«r-Tt  pp.  >-•;  Jlppcndlx  21,  p.  S;  C.  App. 

jw-a-io-n,  t*.  tz,  sit. 

■kb  VobA,  wMefa  has  the  most  ad- 
aaraJ  atrattfled  duarge  program  among 
tim  aRHfcaBto,  defied  to  my  definitely 
tbat  it  mold  introduce  a  stratMed 
elMiBe  engine  If  relief  from  the  IKX 
staBdurd  were  abtdned.  Tr.  682-96,  and 
esttmated  ttai  complete  change-oaer. 
eaen  if  ttie  deddop  to  go  ahead  were 
made,  conld  not  be  aeemnplished  moeh 
before  lfg6,‘Tr.  S521-22.  cawysler  has 
esthnated  Oie  first  domestically  prodneed 
atraUNd  charge  engine  couM  not  be  on 
the  maritet  until  1880.  C.  App.  lV-E-6. 

ML  rke  impact  of  ea^iae  characteris- 
Ha  on  tcftaJ  /nef  cowsmmt^Um  bp  the 
amtomebSe.  bo  evalnatinf  all  the  pubUc- 
Hiy  that  has  siaroanded  die  alleged 
**trade-off”  between  emimion  control  and 
fnd  economy,  K  is  important  to  recog¬ 
nize  that  the  actual  apantkm  at  the 
engine  is  a  rrtativrty  smaJl  factor  in  de¬ 
termining  the  total  amount  of  oor  fod 
■apply  conwuaed  by  automofafles. 

lOstoricaHy,  growth  in  the  number  of 
satomoMfes  and  the  amount  each  anto- 
mohBe  is  drteen  has  had  far  greater  hn- 
paci  here  than  any  decrease  in  arerage 
mBes  per  gallon. 

Page  26  of  the  EPA-DOT  120  day  Re¬ 
port  on  Fad  Economy  contains  a  circle 
gngdi  showing  that  of  the  total  increase 
in  aotomeWIe  fad  eonsmnption  between 
ItSO  and  1872,  W5  percent  could  be  traced 
to  gx  uwOi  in  die  number  of  automobOes, 
8  pereeat  to  fcicreased  use  of  meb  indl- 
yklQal  aatomobfie,  and  only  T  percent  to 
a  decrease  in  niQes  per  gallon  achiered 
by  the  arerage  emt. 

When  we  foens  on  that  last  7  percent. 
It  is  desr  that  the  orerwhehaing  Infln- 
enoe  on  atSes  per  gallon  is  rehide 
weight.  NAS  Rept.  p.  20.  This  was  gen¬ 
erally  conceded  to  be  true  at  die  stspen- 
stOB  hcartegs,  Tr.  77  (Chryelerl,  424-25 
(fail,  2828  rUOPi,  and  is  seif-evident 
from  EPA  eertifleation  test  residts, 
wtoch  Atm  that  in  1875  addeles  of  3000 
pounds  and  ander  had  fud  economy  far 
better  than  seMcles  of  5000  pounds  and 
oacr. 

It  is  tnteiesttng,  then,  to  examine  die 
catSMt  to  widdi  die  domestic  manufac- 
tmeiB  are  planning  to  rdf  on  reductions 
in  the  avenge  weight  of  diefr  model  line 
to  achieve  die  48  percent  fud  economy 
improvement  goal  to  which  they  have 
oonanltted. 

itodoetkm  in  die  wdgbt  of  the  average 
car  sold  by  a  given  manufaetai  er  can  be 
addeaed  etther  Ci>  by  sdUng  a  greater 
proportion  at  smaller  modda,  such  as 
more  compacts  as  opposed  to  intermedi¬ 
ates,  or  (ii)  by  redesigning  a  given  model 
(soeh  as  die  Intermediate)  to  reduce  its 
weight. 

Ha  manufacturer  anticipated  any  f»- 
tnm  drift  at  Ns  production  to  smaller 
models  in  excess  of  die  trend  of  two  to 
threa  pmeent  ayear  that  has  been  estab¬ 
lished  for  some  time.  C.  App.  Vol.  TV,  p. 
166.  GM  2/4  letter.  Attachment  1;  lY. 
T8-82,  248-SO;  318;  421.  438^  658-51.  Ilk- 
deed  C2uyder  expected  the  proportion  of 
cars  over  4000  pounds  that  It  would  sen 


to  be  markedly  greater  la  1986  than  in 
1974.* 

When  qwesdoned  on  this  point,  aB 
three  applicants  replied  that  they  only 
can  srti  what  die  market  wants,  and  that 
(hey  could  not  enforce  a  shift  to  smaller 
ears.  Tr.  386-61.  370.  273  (Chrysler) ;  318. 
428  (GM);  600-61  (Ford). 

The  eeoRouife  forecasting  modrts  on 
vrtiich  these  sales  predictions  were  based 
did  not  take  account  of  any  governmen¬ 
tal  action  that  might  increase  the  price 
at  gasoline.  TY.  436  COM) ;  733  (Ford). 

Two  at  the  diree  applicants,  however, 
are  embarked  on  programs  to  redesign 
ears  in  a  given  category  to  reduce  their 
weiglit.’*  CBf  caid  it  will  spend  three  bil¬ 
lion  doUars  for  this  purpose  between  now 
and  1960.  GOd  1/16  submission,  esp.  At¬ 
tachment  4;  Tf.  318.  421-30. 

Fbfd,  though  not  giving  investment 
psediciions,  did  indicate  that  it,  too, 
would  be  active  in  this  field.  Tr.  647-48. 
Chrysler,  howevw’,  gave  no  similar  indi- 
eadon,  and  in  fact  strongly  suggested  It 
had  no  such  intention.  C.  App.  Vol.  IV, 
pp.  208-10;  Tr.  259. 362. 

FTnaBy,  even  when  weight  is  ignored, 
changes  in  engine  efScicney  are  only  one 
of  the  modifications  that  can  be  made 
to  a  vehicle  to  increase  its  fuel  economy. 

The  EPA-DOT  report  lists  a  number 
of  other  measures  such  as  radial  tires, 
better  transmissions,  smaller  engines  for 
krig  cars  and  better  streamlining  that 
could  also  be  oiqrioyed.  The  relative  im¬ 
pact  of  these  measures  (excluding  weight 
changes)  fra-  d)ff«ent  car  sizes  is  esti¬ 
mated  as  roughly  equal  to  the  gains  that 
could  be  realized  by  increases  in  engine 
efBeieney.  FE  Bept.  pp.  40,  42.  Since  that 
report  has  been  cridciaed  for  being  over- 
opthnistie  about  engine  eificiency  im¬ 
provements,  irtiDe  its  estimates  at  non- 
engine  improvements  have  been  en¬ 
dorsed  by  General  Motors,  GM  1/16  Let¬ 
ter  p:  2,  these  percentages  probably 
underettimate  the  rrtadve  impo^nce  of 
non-engine  improvements.  But  see  C. 
App.  VoL  IV,  pp  146-51. 

e.  Lead  to  gasoUne.  All  gasoline  sta- 
tkms  over  a  certain  she  are  currently  re¬ 
quired  by  EPA  regulation  to  have  avail¬ 
able  at  least  one  grade  of  unleaded  gaso- 
Mne  of  at  least  81  octane  for  use  by 
catalyst  equipped  cars.  These  regulations 
have  been  jiidieially'nph^.  Although 
unleaded  gasoline  wiO  be  increasingly 
required  in  future  years  as  the  number 
fl<  catalyst-equipped  can  on  the  road  in- 
cfeaasB,  and  wfll  be  required  at  at  least 
ttie  present  levels  as  long  as  the  number 
of  eatolyit-equippcd  cars  an  the  road 
does  not  decline,  several  parties  to  the 
suspension  hearings,  including  Ctuysler, 


>•  A  Ughter  car  wfll  siso  have  an  essisr  dBM 
meeting  any  given  sat  at  timtoilon  vtanOarrta 
NAS  B^t.  p.  106.  F.  App.  Appendix  t-C.  Tr. 
06-97,  1488. 

*Tbe  4Q  percent  improvement  goal  has 
been  tfistrtbnted  mwqnalty  among  different 
manufacturers,  with  those  whose  1974  fuel 
economy  i>ecformance  wax  the  worst  uadar- 
tAUng  to  make  the  most  aignificaat  gaina. 
tmder  formula  OM  haa  aaid  It  will  try  to 

acblava  a  mlleaga  gain  by  1980  of  68  paroant. 
Chrysler  of  35  percent,  and  Ford  of  SO  per¬ 
cent. 


suggested  that  emtssfon  control 

systems  ought  to  be  made  compatible 
with  the  use  at  lead  in  gasoUne.**  lY.  178, 
1446,  2833. 

To  understand  their  argument,  some 
background  is  necessary.  The  ratio  be¬ 
tween  the  volume  created  in  the  pkton 
chamber  of  an  engine  when  the  pif^n  is 
at  the  end  of  the  power  stroke  and  the 
volume  created  when  the  piston  Is  at  the 
point  of  maximum  coaq?resslon  Is  called 
the  ‘'compression  ratio”.  Ideally  this 
ratio  should  be  as  high  as  possible,  since 
the  more  tightly  the  fuel-air  mixture  is 
compressed  before  the  power  stroke  be¬ 
gins.  and  the  greater  the  distance 
through  which  that  idvcn  quantity  of 
fuel/air  mixture  moves  the  iriston  during 
the  power  stroke,  the  more  work  is  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  same  combustion. 

Howev^,  when  an  air/furt  mixture  is 
coBipresBed  in  a  cyltoder.  the  compres¬ 
sion  heats  it.  At  high  compressisn  ratioa, 
this  can  cause  premature  partial  or  com¬ 
plete  detonation  of  the  mixture,  camsftig 
“knock**.  Use  measure  of  a  given  fuel’s 
resistance  to  “knock’*  is  catted  its 
“octane'’.”* 

Tradtttonally,  refiners  have  Increased 
the  octane  of  their  gasoline  1^  adding 
lead  to  tt.  and  the  use  of  lead  additives 
increased  greatly  wtfli  the  increase  in 
eompressiaa  ratiOB  an  doetane  require¬ 
ments  in  the  1950’S  and  I960*s.  The  lead 
inhfliitB  the  tendency  of  the  gasoline  to 
spontaneous  ignition,  and  its  more  addi¬ 
tion  rtianges  a  low-octane  fuel  Into  a 
higher-octane  cne.  The  same  octane 
levels  that  are  reached  by  the  addition 
of  lead  can  only  be  reached  without  tt  by 
use  of  more  high  octane  hydrocarbon 
components  which  are  produced  by  addi¬ 
tional  refining.  More  intense  refining 


"Ijeail  hax  to  be  removed  from  tbe  gseo- 
Une  used  by  catadyrt-equipped  oan  becsoM 
otberwlae  wlU  polroa  the  eatalyit.  redn^ 
Ing  or  ruminating  the  catalytle  acttvlty. 

Chryzler  has  luggested  that  this  may  not 
hsqrpen  If  load  atone  Is  used  In  the 
tastead  of  In  eomblnatton  with  certain  other 
ebemlcris  os  Is  presently  the  ease.  However, 
they  appeared  to  have  eoeae  doubts  as  to 
whether  this  really  was  the  easm,  and  prac- 
Usally  every  other  witness  dliagreed  with  the 
BuggesUoa.  &  I-B-84.  IV  CM>-17-18^ 

Tr.  2847-51  (Eta  Pont) ;  Bat  sec  Tr.  172. 191-2, 
367-8  (Chrysler);  478  (COl);  862-3  (Ford); 
1686-80  (Btexon  Research  &  Knglneerlng): 
1943-44  (Mstthey-BMiop). 

Some  proportion  of  production  esrs  gen¬ 
erally  ataow  an  tneraaes  In  the  sscrags  octane 
of  gasoUne  required  aA  •  given  mark  retting 
after  they  have  been  In  are  tor  aome  time.  If 
higher  octane  gaanTIne  Is  not  available,  the 
spark  must  then  he  retarded  to  avoid  'tosock'* 
wKIi  a  consequent  farther  toss  In  fuel  econ- 
smy. 

Conoatn  ha*  brea  expreoesd  that  1976 
antoaviTigBi  may  ka  more  aoaeeptlliie  to  this 
“octalne  requirement  increase**  tMam  can 
sold,  in  prior  model  yearn.  This  question  has 
been  extensively  explored,  and.  though  the 
data  Is  not  sll  in  jet,  tbe  majortty  of  wit¬ 
nesses  felt  there  was  no  reason  to  heHeve 
this  wooM  bs  tbs  ears.  Tr.  3(0-389  (Chi  ys- 
lar):  S04-ia  (COf);  889-44  (VWrd)r  973-78 
(Meiredre  Wans);  1919-17  (ABKt);  ito9  89 
(VW);  1180-81  (Hlereti);  1189-97  (Ttoyoto]; 
1365-69  (Volvo):  1689-68  (EXasn  Hareayffh 
and  Engineering);  2835,  2852-61  (du  Pont). 
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processes  in  turn  arc  expensive  and  in¬ 
volve  some  energy  loss. 

Auto  manufacturers  anticipated  that 
due  to  this,  high-octacne  unleaded  gaso¬ 
line  would  not  be  available  when  the 
catalyst  came  into  general  use,  and  since 
the  1971  model  year  they  have  designed 
their  cars  with  relatively'low  compres¬ 
sion  ratios  to  enable  th?m  to  run  on  low- 
octane  unleaded  gasoline.  This  has  en¬ 
tailed  a  fuel  economy  penalty  estimated 
by  EPA  at  5  percent.  Status  Kept.  p.  3-5. 
See  also  NAS  Rept.  p.  15  (6  percent) . 

Those  who  urge  putting  lead  back  in 
gasoline  of  course  admit  that  it  entails 
removing  catalysts  from  cars  (or  at  least 
from  new  cars)  and  at  least  a  temporary 
relaxation  in  emission  standards.  Their 
argument  is  either  that  the  standards 
are  more  stringent  than  necessary,  or 
that  new  engine  developments  such  as 
the  stratified  charge  will  enable  the 
standards  to  be  met  by  cars  that  use 
leaded  fuels. 

What  the  first  argument  misses  is  that 
even  at  more  relaxed  emission  standards, 
catalysts  may  allow  more  fuel  economy 
to  be  gained  by  retuning  the  engine 
than  is  lost  by  lowered  compression  ratio. 
This  happened  in  th^  1975  model  year, 
when  use  of  catalysts  to  meet  the  na¬ 
tional  Interim  standards  enabled  the 
auto  industry  to  achieve  levels  of  fuel 
economy  even  belter  than  prc-controlled 
cars.  Status  Rept.  p.  3-6.  Ford  testified 
that  in  thf  1976  model  year  it  would  be 
adding  more  catalysts  to  its  cars  aimed 
at  the  national  standards  in  order  to  im¬ 
prove  fuel  economy.“  Tr.  837,  See  also 
NAS  Rept.  pp.  15. 135. 

It  is  true  that  many  of  the  emission 
control  developments  discussed  above 
have  the  potential  for  achieving  emission 
levels  down  to  the  level  of  the  California, 
standards  without  catalysts.  But  given 
the  sluggish  pace  at  which  the  Industry 
usually  moves,  it  would  be  a  mistake  to 
believe  that  these  devices  will  be  used 
across  the  board  before  the  1980’s.  And 
even  then,  it  is  virtually  certain  that 
control  with  good  fuel  economy  at  the 
level  of  the  statutory  standards  will  still 
depend  on  the  use  of  the  catalyst. 

What  is  more,  there  is  no  certainty 
that  the  use  of  lead  in  gasoline  will  be 
of  any  benefit  after  some  years  have 
passed. 

One  way  to  increase  the  compression 
ratio  possible  with  a  given  engine  is  to 
raise  the  fuel  octane.  But  another  way 
to  raise  compression  ratio  is  to  make 
changes  to  the  engine  itself  to  alter  its 
combustion  characteristics  so  that  in¬ 
creased  compression  ratios  are  possible 
without  a  change  in  octane.  The  auto 
companies  are  focusing  now  on  items 
like  changes  in  the  shape  of  combustion 


”In  fact,  it  la  not  at  all  certain  that  the 
full  S%  of  lost  fuel  economy  could  be  re¬ 
gained  even  If  compression  ratios  on  the  c\ir- 
rent  engine  could  be  Increased.  An  Increase 
In  compreaslon  ratio  tends  to  Increase  HC 
and  NO,  emissions,  and  the  adjustments  that 
would  have  to  be  made  to  cope  with  this 
might  well  offsot  at  least  partially  any  fuel 
economy  that  might  be  gained.  NAS  Rept. 
pp.  63,  135,  Status  Rept.  p.  3-3;  Tr.  659-61 
(QM):  847-48  (Ford). 


chambers  and  the  measured  use  of  EQR 
that  can  provide  such  “mechanical  oc¬ 
tane”.  Tr.  836,  838  (Ford) ;  Tr.  1485-86 
(Dresser  carburetor  provides  same  “me¬ 
chanical  octane”) ,  F.  App.  in-B-22. 

To  the  extent  that  this  work  succeeds, 
the  potential  advantage  to  adding  lead 
will  be  reduced,  since  there  is  a  limit  to 
tho  increase  in  compression  ratio  that 
will  still  yield  fuel  economy  benefits.  Lit¬ 
tle  benefit  is  achieved  beyond  a  com¬ 
pression  ratio  of  about  10:1  because  of 
higher  rates  of  heat  loss  that  occur  as 
the  compressed  mixture  becomes  hotter 
and  hotter.  The  heat  loss  on  compression 
and  during  combustion  eventually  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  benefits  of  Increased  expansion. 

And  if  in  five  years  or  so,  the  shift  is 
on  to  an  alternate  engine  such  as  the 
stratified  charge,  there  will  be  no  benefit 
to  adding  lead  to  gasoline  at  all.  The 
Honda  CVee,  the  Ford  PROCX),  the  ro¬ 
tary  engine,  and  the  gas  turbine  ail  can 
give  their  best  performance  on  fuels  of 
low  octane.  NAS  Rept.  pp.  15,  136;  Tr. 
1235  (Honda  recommends  “unleaded  or 
low  lead”  gasoline  for  use  with  CVCC). 

Quite  apart  from  fuel  economy  consid¬ 
erations,  there  are  other  merits  to  keep¬ 
ing  the  lead  out  of  gasoline.** 

Lead  in  gasoline  tends  to  settle  on  en¬ 
gine  parts  such  as  valves,  spark  plugs, 
and  cylinder  heads,  and  impede  their 
operation.  Though  other  chemicals  are 
added  to  the  gasoline  to  counteract  this 
tendency,  they  are  not  completely  suc¬ 
cessful,  and  periodic  vnaintenance  to  re¬ 
move  these  deposits  is  necessary  for  a  car 
running  on  leaded  gasoline. 

It  is  generally  accepted  that  the  sav¬ 
ings  an  owner  of  a  car  that  runs  on  un¬ 
leaded  gasoline  will  realize  from  not  hav¬ 
ing  to  perform  this  maintenance  are 
about  equal  to  the  extra  cost  due  to  re¬ 
duced  gasoline  mileage.  NAS  Rept.  pp. 
15,  135. 

There  are  also  emission  control  bene¬ 
fits  from  removing  the  lead  from  gasoline, 
since  lead  deposits  when  they  build  up 
inhibit  the  functioning  of  the  emission 
control  system.  It  has  been  estimated 
that  the  reduction  in  emissions  for  a 
given  non-catalyst  automobile  between 
running  on  leaded  gasoline  and  on  un¬ 
leaded  gasoline  amount  to  .75  g/mi  of  HC 
and  .75  g/mi  of  NOx.  NAS  Rept.  p.  128. 
See  also  pp.  14,  120,  127-28;  GM  App. 
4-a-2-3-4;  Tr.'  514  (GM) .  It  is  reason¬ 
able  to  expect  that  this  difference  will 
Increase  as  future  emission  control  sjrs- 
tems  become  more  sophisticated  and  are 
built  to  tighter  tolerancjes. 

f.  The  questibn  of  sulfates — ^1.  The  Di¬ 
mensions  of  the  problem.  “Sulfates”  is 
the  chemical  name  generally  given  to 
a  class  of  sulfur  compoimds  consisting 
of  a  sulfur-oxygen  grroup  (6O4)  bonded 
together  with  an  atom  or  molecular 
group  of  varying  composition.  Examples 


**Poa8U>le  pubUc  health  benefits  from  re¬ 
ducing  lead  emissions  from  automobiles  are 
not  touched  on  here  because  that  matter  Is 
before  the  courts.  EPA  has  applied  for  a  re¬ 
hearing  in  the  case  of  “Ethyl  (Corporation  v. 
EPA.“  D.C.  Clr.  No.  73-3305,  and  further 
comment  on  the  matters  at  issue  there  would 
be  Inappropriate  In  this  context. . 


are  sulfuric  acid  (ILSO4),  ammonium 
sulfate  (NH3  SO4).  and  sc^um  sulfate 
(NaS04) . 

A  large  ix>rtion  of  the  sulfur  emitted 
into  the  atmosphere  as  sulfur  dioxide 
(SO2)  eventually  reacts  with  oxygen  to 
form  one  of  these  sulfate  compounds. 
Gasoline  contains  small  quantities  of 
sulfur,  which  is  normally  oxidized  to  sul¬ 
fur  dioxide  (SO2)  in  the  engdne  and,  after 
expulsion  through  the  exhaust,  becomes 
part  of  the  general  pool  of  atmospheric 
sulfur  being  converted  to  sulfates. 

It  is  now  generally  accepted  that  cata¬ 
lysts  in  current  use  on  automobiles  speed 
up  this  oxidation  process  (speeding  up 
oxidation  of  HC  and  CO  is  of  course  the 
catalyst’s  intended  function)  and  thus 
cause  the  SOj  produced  in  the  engine  to 
be  converted  to  SO*.  The  SO*,  when 
mixed  with  the  ample  water  vapor  al¬ 
ways  present  in  vehicle  exhaust,  becomes 
sulfuric  acid  (H.SO4)  and  is  emitted  from 
the  tailpipe  as  fine  particles  that  would 
readily  be  irhaled  deeply  into  the  lungs. 
Although  this  chemical  reaction  of  SO*- 
in  the  catalyst  does  not  appreciably  in¬ 
crease  the  contribution  of  the  auto¬ 
mobile  to  total  atmospheric  sulfate  load¬ 
ings,  it  can  substantially  increase  local 
ambient  air  sulfuric  acid  concentrations 
around  roadways.  On  non-(;atalyst  cars, 
almost  all  if  not  all  of  the  SO*  produced 
in  the  engine  is  emitted  from  the  tailpipe 
as  SO:,  and  represents  at  most  one  per¬ 
cent  of  all  SO*  emitted  into  the  atmos¬ 
phere  from  all  sources. 

In  assessing  the  extent  of  any  such 
potential  problem,  three  questions  must 
be  addressed.  These  are 

(i)  What  are  the  sulfate  emissloivs 
from  catalyst-equipped  vehicles? 

(ii)  What  is  the  effect  on  public  health 
of  given  atmospheric  sulfate  or  sulfuric 
acid  levels?  and 

(ill)  If  given  levels  of  atmospheric 
sulfates  may  have  adverse  health  effects, 
is  it  possible  that  emissions  from  catalyst 
cars  may  result  in  atmospheric  levels 
above  that  “threshold”? 

Virtually  every  aspect  of  the  sulfates 
question  is  replete  with  uncertainty. 
There  is  uncertainty  about  the  health 
effects  of  “sulfates”  generically,  together 
with  a  distinct  possibility  Uiat  nealth 
effects  may  vary  according  to  the  size, 
chemical  composition  and  acidity  of  the 
particular  “sulfate”  involved,  and 
whether  or  not  other  pollutants  are  pres¬ 
ent.  There  is  uncertainty  as  to  what  total 
emissions  of  sulfates  will  be  from  a  pop¬ 
ulation  of  cataljrst  cars,  since  actual 
real-world  vehicle  driving  patterns 
(which  can  have  marked  effects  on  the 
rates  and  levels  of  sulfate  emissions) 
are  not  known  precisely  enough.  Finally, 
there  is  uncertainty  about  what  atmos¬ 
pheric  concentrations  will  actually  result 
from  a  given  level  of  sulfate  emissions, 
and  there  seems  no  way  to  answer  this 
question  short  of  actual  measmements 
in  the  field. 

However,  there  is  little  question  that 
sulfuric  acid  is  emitted  from  catalyst 
equipped  motor  vehicles  in  a  particle  size 
range  that  can  be  Inhaled  deeply  into  the 
lungs.  ’There  is  also  no  question  that  the 
amoimt  of  such  emissions  is  substantially 
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cnktor  sodi  emliikyi>  tnm 
•■MtaKtcaiB. 

The  estimates  given  below  sbooM  fe*' 
geyl  Ic  the  CMtext  ol  ttw  Itmmm  mad 

BMtasians  at  float  caMvst  can 
vaiv  wUdv  aodcr  tfUEerent  ditirtug  oon- 
ditiaM.  Ai  low  ameeda,  when  air  jirtnmt 
and  airflaaa  la  the  cafealnt  are  alas  low, 
BHKh  of  tin  8CX  producad  mmm  reoudn 
wMlim  lha  calaiVBt^  When  the  car  aoeel> 
erafeesk  the  SOb  Is  rdeaoed  and  kiidi  sal- 
furlc  add  nadineir  ana  be  laconML. 
Fioadla  at  bli^  sustained  speeds  this 
storage  and  ■■teagg  ptienoBaenon  ccatea 
to  be  important,  aad  X  percent  te  S5 
percent  of  the  saK nr  in  the  gasoline  wfli 
he  oonserted  to  aoKates. 

This  ni*ri  ret, tenting  the  RSa  eada- 
aktns  of  a  cataiTst  car  andcr  any  gIveB 
ddvinc  condlftlom  very  dKandt.  sinee, 
under  the  lidha  iii  i  of  stcawee  and  re¬ 
lease.  those  emisBions  in  a  great  HMuiy 
cases  Witt  depend  In  part  on  bow  the  ear 
has  been  driven  in  ttie  paet.  A  great  deal 
of  EPA's  tfvlt  en  the  sidfiiric  acid  prob- 
lon  in  the  paat  3^eaT  has  gone  into  deter- 
seining  how  lellafale  cmlBskm  rates  esti- 
BBBtes  can  be  made  in  these  ehTBm> 
stancea. 

As  a  result,  though  the  dlfficrdties  have 
by  BO  means  been  eliminated,  EPA  has 
a  set  of  emission  factors  to 
describe  ttie  emissians  of  various 
<A  eataly^  ears  in  enrrent  ixse.  Tr.  2369. 
which,  tttough  eoncededly  subject  to 
some  uncertainty,  have  been  generally 
aeeeptdd.  Sidfates  Ti*.  T,  20-25,  n2-75, 
in.  396-96. 

Concern  about  the  effects  of  aalluric 
acid  in  the  atmosphere  is  not  new.  How¬ 
ever.  the  concern  for  sulfates  in  general 
increased  whoi  epidemiological  studies 
conducted  by  EPA  under  the  acronjan 
CHESS  (Community  Health  and  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Surveillance  System)  ob¬ 
served  correlatlans  betwem  increaaed 
levels  of  atmospheric  sulfates  and  several 
forms  of  Irritation  oJ  the  respiratory 
S3rstem  thus  suggesting  cause  and  effect 
relattanships. 

Cauae-and-effect  relatlonahipa.  how- 
estf,  are  very  hard  to  “prove**  in  epide- 
mieloglcal  studies,  since  thett  subject  is 
the  pop^ation  at  large  in  its  normal  cn- 
vircHunent,  and  there  is  no  possibility  of 
holding  otfaor  facton  constant  as  would 
be  done  in  a  laboratory.  Sidfstes,  Tr.  63, 
54.  220.  Indeed,  where  air  pollution  in 
particular  is  concerned  the  worst  eflects 
may  be  caused  tau  two  or  more  poUakants 
acting  together.  Balfates  Tr.  211-lgi.  230, 
341-42. 

At  the  time  ttwae  data  were  generated, 
the  CHFSB  program  was  new,  and  the 
oanttnskma  were  accordlutfy  based  prt- 
inartly  on  only  one  year's  data.  Sulfates 
Tr.«-4BL 

fit  aiWWoti,  some  wKuesses  pointed  to 
laboratory  studies  and  to  experience  with 
occupational  exposures  to  sulfuric  add 
that  laiglit  be  taken  as  indicating  the 
(7HES8  results  overstate  the  potential 
Amgsr.  SaWuttsTy.  I96-3T.  19(^39.  560- 
(B,  S§S-9f,  972-74.  TTiese  uncertainties 
proelade  a  ffrm  guantltattve  assessment 
of  the  csteat  at  the  sulfates  pjublem  at 
this  time.  It  will  be  several  years,  at  a 


Wwpmwoaesof  Jwdgaieat  in  the  meaa- 
wMfe,  hawf  w,  It  is  relevant  to  note  that 
the  HMjsi'ity  of  <iuayfled  witHcsaes  be- 
Hsved  that  even  when  all  the  uneertatn- 
tfcs  were  aoooanted '  for,  the  CHEEB 
studies  gave  substantial  cause  for  con- 
eare.  Srdfates  Tir.  43.  m.  69,  73. 

In  many  eases  this  was  buttressed  bg 
a  eondosian  that  based  on  general  clini¬ 
cal  knowledge  and  animal  expoiments  * 
sulfates  and  particnlarly  sulfxiric  add 
mist  In  the  particle  sizes  generated  by 
automobiles  were  tile  kind  of  particles 
that  might  well  be  expected  to  cause 
hmg  damage.  Sulfates  Tr.  41,  48-50,  52, 
55-57.  60-ei.  64.  223-24,  285.  329-30, 
615-16, 

Such  vtitnesaes  i^neraUy  did  not  be¬ 
lieve  the  data  were  sufficient  to  support 
aaythhig  mtore  than  a  qualitative  Judg¬ 
ment  about  HiSOt  emisskms.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  there  was  a  reasonable  consensus 
that  exposure  to  sulfuric  add  in  the  at¬ 
mosphere  shotdd  be  kept  as  low  as  possi¬ 
ble. 

In  this  regard  tiie  problem  of  poten¬ 
tially  high  localised  sulfuric  add  levels 
near  roadvrays  from  catalyst  equipped 
motor  vehicles  is  consider^  to  repre- 
aent  a  potential  health  risk.  ITiis  risk 
could  be  accentuated  by  the  backgrotmd 
levels  at  sulfates  vttiich  are  already 
present  from  other  sources. 

The  flnrl  question  is  when,  if  ever, 
sulfuric  add  emissions  from  catalyst 
cars  would  cause  localized  atmospheric 
sulfuric  add  readings  hl^  enoujgh  to 
reach  a  level  of  concern. 

Snee  there  axe  not  enough  catalyst 
equipped  cars  currently  on  the  road  to 
provide  Arect  evideE^  of  how  tailpipe 
sulfuric  acid  emissions  behave  once  they 
have  been  discharged  into  the  atmos¬ 
phere.  several  assumptions  are  neces¬ 
sary  in  making  any  such  prediction.  For 
Its  model,  EPA  assumed  that  the  rela¬ 
tionship  betweai  taflpipe  emissions  and 
atmospheric  concentration  and  dispmr- 
ston  would  be  the  same  for  sulfuric  add 
as  it  is  for  carbon  monoxide,  a  gaa  8tooe 
emiarinn  levels  are  known  for  both  CO 
and  sulfates,  and  since  the  atmospheric 
behavior  of  CO  is  also  known,  the  re¬ 
sists  in  terms  of  air  quality  of  a  given 
discharge  of  sulfuric  acid  tmder  this 
model  can  be  easily  calculated. 

Crlttdsm  was  cBreetcd  at  the  use  oi 
this  approach.  Some  critics  suggested 
that  use  of  lead,  rather  than  CO,  as  the 
'•tracer**  material  would  have  been  more 
appropriate.  Sulfates  Tr.  6.  253,  272-73. 

» animal  oqierlments,  though  they  mn. 
be  done  far  more  quickly  than  cpldemlokigle 
data  on  humans  can  be  obtained,  and  under 
far  more  controlled  conditions,  by  their  na-' 
tuse  can  ranly  ba  coneluave  aa  to  the  health 
oa  bumana.  laie  poeeibUlttes  for 
controlled  exnerleaenta  on  humane  an  oh> 
vloualy  llenSted 

In  theea  ctreueoatanaes  jodgiaents  aa  te 
piihBt  health  may  oCten  be  dlWeult  to  **vatt- 
date'*  quaBtitettrely,  paettnilarty  when  the 
need  to  take  aettoe  before  s  poteattal  peela- 
lem  grows  otit  of  control  places  some  con¬ 
straints  on  the  ability  to  obtain  new  data. 


Others  qaestioaed  whether  enoogb  at¬ 
tention  had  been  paid  ta  ttie  observed 
stiaosjihfrk  behavior  of  the  ‘traasr’* 
poBuUate.  SBIfatts  Tr.  96-109.  134-37. 
Many  of  thoee  who  raised  ttiere  points^ 
however,  eoneeded  titoy  were  not  stiung 
oaec,  SuttMes  IV.  107.  114-15,  119-133, 
190-91,  314-18,  337-3a  Some  eriticisni 
was  aim  levHed  at  the  use  in  the  mocM 
of  eatissieB  factors  asBoeiated  wltii  the 
EPA  fael  ecoHomy  highway  driving 
cycle,  Salfates  TV.  82-83,  88-94,  which 
EPA  conceded  was  a  rough  assumption, 
but  no  alternative  pretHction  method 
for  ambient  concentrations  of  sulfuric 
acid  was  suggessted. 

Using  tills  emission  modd,  the  EPA 
staff  paper  catciriates  that,  under  adverse 
meteorological  conditions,  24-hour  con¬ 
centrations  of  ten  microgranis  per  cubic 
meter  might  begin  to  occur  solely  as  a 
result  of  catalyst  emissions  (l.e.  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  preexisting  background  concen¬ 
trations)  on  and  near  certain  heavily- 
traveled,  multi-lane  highways  after  foiu: 
jrears  if  the  current  national  interim 
standards  were  retained  and  no  correc¬ 
tive  action  were  taken.  Tr.  2259. 

The  paper  also  estimates  that  such 
effects  might  occur  within  two  years  in 
California  where  the  emissions  standards 
are  more  stringent  in  1975-76  than  In 
tile  other  49  states.  That  calculation, 
however,  assumed  that  California’s  un¬ 
leaded  gasoline  had  signlflcaatly  higher 
sulfur  content  than  gasoline  elsewhere. 
Although  this  is  likely  to  be  true  in  the 
future,  it  has  not  been  true  tto  to  now. 
Accordingly,  the  estimates  stated  tor 
California  are  overly  pessimistic  in  this 
respect.  Sulfates  TV.  27-32,  78-79,  253, 
298-305.  358-59,  607-08,  614. 

Although  substantiaHy  better  quanti¬ 
tative  estimates  than  those  used  in  the 
EPA  staff  paper  probably  cannot  be  de¬ 
veloped  soon,  the  wide  ranges  of  uncer¬ 
tainty  and  the  highly  speculative  calcu¬ 
lations  inherent  In  many  parts  of  the 
analysis  (e.g.  for  dose-response  func¬ 
tions)  strongly  sxiggesi  that  only  quali¬ 
tative  conclusions  can  meaningfully  be 
drawn.  To  overslmpUfy,  we  cannot  define 
the  magnitude  of  the  H^SO.  risk  created 
by  catalirst  vehicles,  but  we  must  con- 
dude  that  a  risk  exists.  This  risk  can  be 
assumed  to  increase  as  increasing  num¬ 
bers  of  catalyst  equipped  vehicles  are 
introduced  into  service. 

iL  Control  options.  If  it  is  zx)t  accept- 
alde  over  the  long  term  from  a  health 
staiuUx>int  to  allow  any  greater  levels  of 
HjSO.  emissions  than  those  associated 
with  non-catalyst  cars  (roughly  .091 
g/mi) .  then  it  seems  almost  certain  that 
catalyst  cars  will  fail  to  qualify.  On  the 
other  hand,  with  vehicle  controls  and 
desulfurization  of  gasoline,  catalyst  cars 
may  be  able  to  achieve  levels  on  the  or¬ 
der  of  .006  g/mi. 

.  The  altcrnattve  at  eventually  banniiig 
catalysts  (presonaably  by  setting  an 
lUSOi  entinions  standard  that  they  could 
not  meet>  was  endorsed  by  Chrysler  and 
some  otiieis  at  the  hearing. 

There  is  no  doubt  (hat  tUs  would 
eliminate  the  HJSO«  problem.  However, 
attainment  of  the  statukoiT  BC  and  CO 
emissions  standards  with  good  fuel  econ- 
(uny,  and  attainm«at  at  all  of  any  NO, 
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emlsaicHi  siandafd  below  about  one  graoi 
per  mile  will  almoet  certainly  depoid  on 
extensive  use  of  tbe  oxldlxlng  capacity 
of  the  catalyst. 

Since  the  auto  companies  have  been 
using  (In  1975).  and  planning  to  use 
(post- 1975)  the  "aftertreatment”  capac¬ 
ity  of  the  catidyst  to  achieve  low  pollu¬ 
tion  levels  while  retunlng  the  engine  for 
maximum  fuel  economy,  the  question 
arises  as  to  how  much  of  a  sacrifice  in 
both  emission  control  and  fuel  economy 
Improvement  would  have  to  be  accepted. 
Since  Introduction  of  any  **altematlve 
engine**  In  any  quantity  Is  many  years 
In  the  future,  roughly  1980.  this  bolls 
down  to  the  questitm  of  the  capacity  of 
the  conventional  engine,  somewhat  mod¬ 
ified,  to  control  emissions  with  high  fuel 
economy  and  without  the  use  oi  a  cata¬ 
lyst. 

Ihere  was  a  sharp  split  of  (minion  be¬ 
tween  the  three  api^ants  cn  this  point. 
Thcnudi  an  of  them  conceded  that  they 
could  In  the<M7  achieve  the  California 
Interim  standards  In  the  future  without 
the  use  ci  a  catalyst.  Ford  and  O^ieral 
Motors  testified  that  several  years  of  lead 
time  would  be  needed,  and  that  there 
would  be  a  substantial  sacrifice  In  fuel 
cc(momy  In  any  event.  Tr.  338T-90,  3394 
(OM) ;  Tr.  3523-28  (Ford)  (“We  don’t 
want  to  be  coaunltted  to  catalysts,  but 
by  the  same  token,  we  don’t  want  to  have 
catalysts  ruled  out  as  an  option’’),  Tr. 
3541-42  (Ford)  (“If  we  commit  to  the 
President  on  our  fuel  eemMxny  program, 
we  think  the  catalyst  route  Is  the  way 
we  want  to  go**) .  Chrysler,  however, 
claimed  that  it  could  achieve  Qie  national 
Interim  standards  (m  all  its  cars  without 
the  use  of  a  catadyst  and  at  no  fuel  econ¬ 
omy  sacrifice  1978.  and  that  the  CaU- 
fomla  standards  could  be  similarly  at¬ 
tained  by  1979.  Tr.  3286-88.  3311-12,  See 
also  Tr.  380.  (Chrysler  also  said,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  catalyst  was  a  “very  good 
teeluxdogy**  that  might  be  needed  to  at¬ 
tain  the  statutory  emission  standards 
with  acceptaUe  fuel  econon^.  Sidfates 
Tr.  p.  202.) 

The  Judgment  of  my  own  technical 
staff  is  that  Chrysler’s  poritkm  Is  mcure 
representative  of  the  capacity  of  the  In¬ 
dustry  as  a  whole  than  that  ai  Ford  and 
General  Motors.  The  new  developments 
discussed  In  Section  m-l-b  above  oeem 
consistent  with  this  view.  Chrysler  has 
been  progressive  In  “engine,  modifica¬ 
tions’’  and  has  devoted  much  effort  to 
this  work.  It  is  reasonaMe  to  expect  that 
once  Ford  and  QM  were  to  turn  their 
attention  to  this  fi^d,  they  would  be  able 
to  achieve  the  same  results  In  a  shorter 
time  throufdi  the  application  of  their  far 
greater  engineering  resources.  (See  Tr. 
568  (GM)  (“borderline**  as  to  whether 
equivalent  fuel  economy  to  a  catalyst 
could  be  achieved  without  one  at  emis¬ 
sion  lev^  of  .9, 9  and  2) . 

Tliere  Is  no  reascm  to  believe,  how¬ 
ever.  that  the  statutory  emission  levels 
of  .4  g/ml.  HC  and  3.4'g/mi.  CO  can  be 
achieved  any  time  in  die  foreseeable  fu¬ 
ture  with  good  fuel  economy  unless  a 
catalyst  is  used. 

At  present  emission  levels,  catalysts 
have  performed  welL  And,  in  all  Ukdl- 
hood,  they  will  be  needed  to  meet  emls- 
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Sion  standards  more  stringent  than 
those  in  effect  today.  I  am  particularly 
(xmcemed  that  we  not  rule  out  the  use  of 
the  only  technology  that  can  provide 
stringent  ccmtrol  of  NOw  at  a  time  when 
new  questions  are  being  raised  about  the 
health  Impact  of  that  pollutant. 

The  approach  to  alleviating  the  HJBOt 
problem  that  was  favored  by  Ford,  Gen¬ 
eral  Motors,  and  several  other  witnesses. 
Is  to  desulfurize  gasoline.  All  witnesses 
agreed  that  the  techiufiogy  for  doing  this 
Is  fully  developed  and  comuiercdally 
available. 

GM.  Exxon,  and  the  Amr.rican  Petro¬ 
leum  Institute  amee  that  (.his  could  be 
done  by  Increasing  the  price  of  gasoline 
betwem  cme  and  two  cents  a  gallon,  and 
that  it  would  result  In  Increased  refinery 
aiergy  consumption  equal  to  hall  of  one 
percent  of  the  energy  In  each  barrel  of 
crude  purchased.  Sulfates  Tr..  422-23, 
433,  476-77  (2^  cents) ;  Tr.  1605.  1611- 
12,  1644-47.  2129-30,  3384-85.  Other  wit¬ 
nesses  put  the  economic  and  energy 
costs  significantly  higher,  and  contended 
that  dedication  of  a  Im-ge  fracticm  of 
the  petroleum  industry’s  investment 
eiU>abUity  would  be  required.  Sulfates 
Tr.  356-7,  429-31,  478-79,  594-98. 

Estimates  of  the  leadtime  required  to 
install  desulfurization  ciu>acity  and 
bring  It  on  line  generally  ranged  from 
three  to  five  years.  Status  Kept.  p.  5-4, 
Tr.  1611-12,  2097-r98.  Sulfates  p.  356.  600 
(8-19  years) .  Even  before  that,  however, 
slgBlflcant  reduction  in  the  sulfur  con¬ 
tent  of  lead-free  gasoline  (which  Is  the 
only  kind  that  catalyst  cars  can  bum) 
could  be  achieved  by  using  only  low-sul¬ 
fur  feed  stocks  for  its  manufactm-e. 

This  strategy  defines  an  t^iproach  to 
the  HiSOi  problem  which  would  very 
slgnlficanUy  reduce  It.*^  At  Uils  point, 
however.  EPA  is  not  taking  administra¬ 
tive  action  to  bring  about  this  result.  Be¬ 
fore  desulfurization  Is  required,,  we  should 
be  more  certain  than  we  are  now  that 
implementation  will,  together  with  ve¬ 
hicle  controls,  achieve  IU304  emission 
reductiims  that  are  acceptable  from  a 
public  health  standpoint.  There  sue  a 
number  of  possibilities  for  adjusting  cat¬ 
alyst  systems  themselves  In  order  to  re¬ 
duce  HiSOt  emissions. 

Exxon  Research  and  Engineering  has 
reported  that  the  amount  of  sulfuric 
add  emitted  a  catalyst-equipped  car 
can  be  cut  In  half  by  reducing  the 
amount  of  excess  oxygen  In  the  exhaust 
stream,  and  other  witnesses  have  con¬ 
firmed  this  report,  though  s(Hne  disagree¬ 
ment  exists  over  the  precise  reduo 
tlons  available.  Tr.  1594-95, 1895-96;  Sul¬ 
fates  Tr.  159,  297,  349.  Air  pumps,  vdtldb 
can  be  used  to  attain  low  emission  stand¬ 
ards.  such  as  the  ciurent  California 
standards,  of  course  supply  such  excess 
cncygen  In  order  to  enhance  the  oxida¬ 
tion  of  RC  and  CO. 

My  action  today  In  extending  the  cur¬ 
rent  national  Interim  standards  for  1977 


*  The  technology  extats  to  desulfurize  gzee- 
Bne  from  tts  current  level  at  .08  grams  per 
galloQ  zverage  t#  a  maztmum  ct  JOt  grams 
pet  gallon.  Bven  a*  theae  levelak  a  eatalyat 
cfur  would  emit  she  to  ten  times  as  nraeh 
H,SO^  as  an  uncontroUed  vehicle. 


win  ensure  that  use  of  air  pumps  will 
hs  mlntBoized  In  that  moder  year,  since 
those  standards  can  be  achieved  with¬ 
out  them.’*  Clears.  1  hope  by  my  action 
to  discourage  their  use. 

This  should  bold  tbe  line  on  H1JBO4 
emlsslonB  until  a  sulfate  emission  stand¬ 
ard  can  be  established.  Considerations 
oi  lead  time  are  such  that,  as  mentioned 
above,  we  cannot  project  the  establish- 
m«at  of  such  a  standard  earlier  than  the 
1979  model  year. 

Sulfuric  acid  Is  produced  by  oxidation 
in  the  catalyst  and  It  follows  that  the 
less  a  given  car  must  rely  cm  the  catalyst 
to  attain  emission  standards — tbe  less 
the  catalyst  is  called  upon  to  oxidize 
what  comes  out  of  the  engine — the  less 
will  be  the  sulfate  emissions.  Sulfates 
Tr.  77.  309.  As  discussed  in  Section  m- 
1-b  above,  almost  every  new  ImiMrove- 
ment  In  emission  control  now  being  de¬ 
veloped  will  reduce  emis^ems  coming  out 
of  the  engine.  Even  if  these  reductkms 
are  not  sufficient  to  enable  a  given  emls- 
skm  standard  to  be  met  without  a  cata- 
Isrst.  they  will  allow  reliance  on  the  cata¬ 
lyst  to  be  decreased,  and  sulfate  erals- 
slcHis  will  be  reduced  correspcmdingly. 
This  ph^iomenon  alone,  in  my  jud^ 
ment,  should  make  it  pos^le  to  signifi¬ 
cantly  reduce  emissions  from  catalyst- 
equipped  vehicles  meeting  the  ciurent 
California  interim  standard  by  the  1980 
model  year. 

The  prospects  are,  however,  that  much 
more  than  the  simple  effects  of  engine 
Improvements  will  be  available.  Though 
the  limited  ^orts  put  f<nth  by  the  in¬ 
dustry  here  make  exact  luredlctlon  dif¬ 
ficult,  they  give  good  reascm  to  expect 
that  with  a  greater  elhnrt  much  more 
would  be  accomplished. 

Three  avenues  for  future  work  b^par- 
tleular  were  explored  at  tbe  hearing. 
These  are  use  of  a  “three  way”  catalyst 
that  operates  at  or  near  stoichiometric, 
use  of  a  different  fcnnnula  for  a  can- 
ventional  catalyst,  and  use  (ff  “traps” 
to  remove  sulfates  from  the  exhaust. 

The  catalysts  In  current  use  today  re- 
(lulre  an  “oaddtxlng”  (oxygen-rich  atmos- 
I^re  In  which  to  bum  the  hydrocar¬ 
bons  and  cartxm  monoxide.  By  contrast, 
catalysts  fex:  the  contrDl  <m  NO  require 
a  “reducing*’  (oxygen-poor)  atmosphere 
in  which  the  oxygm  atoms  can  be  dis¬ 
associated  from  the  nitrogen.  For  this 
reason,  automobiles  targeted  at  meeting 
very  low  levelB  of  all  three  pollutants 
have  generally  used  two  catalysts — one 
for  NO  and  then  a  second  for  HC  and 
CO.  An  air  pomp  to  supply  excess  oxygen 
Into  the  exhaust  system  In  between  the 
two  catalysts  is  used  to  change  the 
atmosphere  from  reducing  to  oxidizing. 

Some  catalysts,  however,  called  “three- 
way”  catalysts,  are  capable  of  reducing 
all  three  pollutants  to  very  low  levels 
when  operated  at  or  close  to  stc^chlo- 


*■  mere  Is  aome  possibility  that  auto  mak¬ 
ers  might  attempt  to  improve  fuel  economy 
even  et  those  levels  by  “working  the  catalyst 
hardsr”  throui^  addftlon  of  an  air  pump  to 
gain  the  etfdItloDal  fteedom  for  engine  recell- 
bswtkv.  aaUhSBa  Tk.  SOS-lO  (F>nl)  but  aee 
amtztSB  m.  vc-tr  (Chrjeler)  (No  Incen¬ 
tive). 
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metric.  Since  the  air/fuel  range  in  which 
these  catalysts  can  achieve  this  result 
is  very  narrow,  they  must  be  operated 
with  a  feedback  system  to  control  the 
air/fud  ratio  very  precisely. 

Emissions  of  sulfates  tend  to  d^^end 
on  the  amoimt  of  excess  oxygen  in  Uie 
exhaiist  stream  of  a  catalyst-equipped 
vehicle,  and  since  by  deflniticm  a  vdii- 
cle  operating  at  stdChiometric  has  little 
excess  oxygen  in  the  exhaust,  there  is 
reason  to  believe  that  a  three-way  cata¬ 
lyst  c^ierating  at  stoichimnetric  would 
have  very  low  sulfate  emissions.  Limited 
test  data  appears  to  bear  this  out.  Tr. 
1592-94.  1681-84  (Exxon  Research  fc 
Engineering) ;  1826-27.  see  also  Tr.  1362. 

Accordingly,  the  cf^bilities  of  three- 
way  catals^sts  were  extensively  explored 
at  the  hearing.  Ihe  testimony  was  al¬ 
most  unanimous  that  no  such  catalyst 
has  been  developed  that  could  last  more 
than  ei^t  or  ten  thousand  miles,  and 
that  no  pr^ction  for  improving  this 
perfmmance  could  be  made  because  of 
lack  of  understanding  of  the  basic 
chemical  mechanisms  involved.  Tr. 
2072-75  :  2081  (UOP) ;  2217  (W.  R. 
Grace) ;  2317  (American  Cyanamid) ; 
3399.  3415-16  (GM) .  But  see  Tr.  1841-42. 
1906-07  (Engelhard):  2425  (NAS).  In 
addition,  it  appears  that  at  least  present 
versions  of  the  three-way  catalyst  must 
contain  rare  elements  such  as  rhodium 
which  are  in  very  short  supply  but 
catalysts  companies  believe  sui^lies  are 
adequate.  Tr.  2306. 

Finally,  the  tight  control  of  air/fud 
ratio  such  a  catalyst  requires  would  man¬ 
date  the  use  ci  exhaust  sensors  and 
fuel  injectkm  (m  any  car  that  used  it, 
since  conventional  carburetors  do  'not 
appear  to  give  the  kind  of  quick  response 
to  the  sensor  signals  that  is  required. 
The  testimony  was  iinanimous  that 
these  cmnponents.  though  they  r^re- 
sent  fully  devel(H>ed  technology,  could 
not  be  installed  (xi  automobiles  in  quan¬ 
tity  before  the  1980  modd  year.  Tr.  3009- 
12  (Bosch);  3140-42  (Bendix). 

8<xne  evidence  Introduced  Indicated 
that  the  durability  problems  of  the  three- 
way  catalyst  as  far  as  control  of  HC  and 
CO  are  concerned  might  be  greatly  di¬ 
minished  if  the  engine  were  calibrated 
slightly  lean  of  stoichiometric,  a  level 
that  would  also  result  in  a  considerable 
sacrifice  of  NO.  contrcd.  Tr.  3402-11.  This 
evidence  is  very  preliminary  at  present, 
however,  and  there  can  be  no  confidence 
that  such  an  approach  will  provide  a  so¬ 
lution  to  even  some  of  the  problems  ot 
the  three-way  catalyst  system  which  are 
outlined  above.  Tr.  3332  (Chrysler). 

It  was  also  suggested  that  use  of  a  con¬ 
ventional  oxidising  catalyst,  rather  than 
a  three-way  catalyst,  at  air/fuel  ratios 
very  close  to  stoichicHnetrlc  would  also 
exhibit  low  sulfate  emissions  because  of 
the  low  amount  of  excess  oxygen  present. 
Most  witnesses  agreed,  however,  that  dif¬ 
ferences  in  the  ways  the  two  types  of 
catalysts  operate  chemically  suggested 
that  an  oxidation  catalyst,  imlike  a 
three-way  catalyst,  may  not  be  aide  to 
provide  adeqtiate  control  of  HC  and  CO 
for  a  long  period  vdira  operating  so  close 
to  stoichiometric.  Tr.  3335-37  (Chrysler) ; 


3396-400,  3438-44  (GM) ;  3488-92  (Ford). 

The  difference  in  the  way  different 
catalysts  operate  points  up  another  ave¬ 
nue  of  investigation  that  in  the  (8?inion 
ot  my  technical  staff  holds  far  greater 
IMX>mlse  for  use  on  actual  production 
cars  in  the  next  few  years.  It  may  be 
possible  to  formulate  a  catalyst  that 
would  still  have  high  efficiency  for  con¬ 
verting  HC  and  CO  to  harmless  mate¬ 
rials  while  at  the  same  time  consider¬ 
ably  reducing  sulfuric  acid  conversion. 
Tests  of  a  Matthey  Biship  platinum- 
rhodium  catalyst  have  shown  encourag¬ 
ing  results  of  this  type.  Thus  some 
results  of  this  nature  have  already 
been  demonstrated,  and  most  witnesses 
thought  it  significant  and  worth  more 
investigation.  Tr.  1595-98  (Exxon  Re¬ 
search'  &  Engineering) ;  2065  (UOP) ; 
3497-98  (Ford)  Sulfates  Tr.  251,  259. 
One  witness  suggested  that  while  the 
possibility  of  good  results  could  not  be 
ruled  out.  this  was  not  an  avenue  of 
research  that  was  likely  to  prove  help¬ 
ful  in  the  end.  Tr.  1862-63  (Engelhard) . 

Finally,  there  seems  to  be  no  inherent 
reason  why  sulfate  traps  will  not  work. 
Substances  that  will  r^nove  sulfates  from 
exhaust  gas  are  well  known,  and  Exxon 
Research  and  Engineering  has  demon¬ 
strated  very  high  control  efficiency  with 
a  prototsrpe  system.  Tr.  1598-99.  However, 
much  woi^  remains  to  be  done  on  mak¬ 
ing  such  a  device  compatible  with  the 
proper  running  of  the  rest  of  the  engine 
system  and  the  auto  companies  up  to 
now  have  hardly  touched  the  problem. 
Tr.  344,  466-67,  662,  3341-42.  Given  the 
state  of  development  and  lead  times  to 
which  the  industry  generally  operates, 
installation  of  traps  probably  cannot  be 
expected  before  the  1980  model  year.” 

2.  The  Report  of  the  National  Academy 
of  Sciences.  Under  section  202(b)  (5)  ot 
the  Clean  Air  Act.  I  may  only  grant  a 
suspension  if  a  study  of  auto  pollution 
controls  which  the  statute  requires  to  be 
made  by  the  National  Academy  of  Sci¬ 
ences  “has  not  Indicated  that  technol¬ 
ogy,  processes,  or  other  alternatives  are 
available  to  meet  such  standards.** 

In  its  most  recent  repmt  dated  No¬ 
vember  22, 1974,  the  Academy  said: 

The  1977  Federal  Kmlalaona  Standard  of 
0.41  g/ml.  HC.  3.4  g/mi.  CO  and  2.0  g/ml.  NO, 
can  be  achieved  In  cerUflcatl<m  with  present 
techncXogy  through  Improved  oxidation 
catalysts  and  quick  wann-up  techniques  at 
an  average  Increased  Ufetlme  cost  of  about 
0400  (citations  omitted].  In  spite  of  In¬ 
adequate  nutintenance,  vehicles  on  average 
are  expected  to  meet  the  NO,  standards  at 
60,000  miles  and  to  meet  the  HC  and  CO 


*  Use  of  a  tnq>  would  not  necessarily  mean 
the  Installation  of  a  new  af  twtreatment  de¬ 
vice  on  the  autmnobUe.  At  present,  mufflers 
employ  steel  baffles  to  reduce  engine  noUe. 
Blnoe  the  Bid>stances  now  \mdv  considera¬ 
tion  for  suUate  traps  are  mostly  simple  chem¬ 
icals  that  do  not  require  ti^t  control  of 
their  operating  atmospheres.  It  might  weU 
be  possible  to  package  them  In-between  the 
steel  baffles  In  the  muffler  with  likely  Im¬ 
provement  in  acoustical  properties.  (Indeed. 
evMx  current  catalysts  have  acoustical  prop¬ 
erties  and  have  made  possible  a  reduction  In 
mufflw  size.) 


standards  or  exceed  them  by  less  than 
60  percent.  NAS  Kept.  p.  1. 

The  report  also  said : 

Cars  can  be  manufactured  which,  if 
prc^erly  maintained,  will  meet  the  1977 
emissions  standard  In  actual  rise  f'W  60,000 
miles.  *  *  *  It  is  not  yet  clear  whether  the 
performance  of  specified  maintenance  will 
be  necessary  for  the  fieet  average  emissions 
to  remain  below  the  standards;  however,  we 
would  not  expect  HC  and  CO  emissions  to  ex¬ 
ceed  the  standards  by  more  than  60  pwcent 
at  60,000  miles  [even  If  the  maintenance  is 
not  p^ormed] .  NAS  Rept.  p.  13. 

When  representatives  of  the  Academy 
appeared  at  the  hearing,  they  explained 
that  Uie  Report  had  concluded  that  a 
very  high  percentage  of  the  domestic  in¬ 
dustry’s  model  lines  would  be  able  to 
certify  at  the  statutory  standards  in  1977, 
enough  to  satisfy  their  conc^tion  of 
“basic  demand.”  Tr.  2354;  2394-2404. 

As  noted  above,  however,  the  Commit¬ 
tee  did  not  directly  address  the  question 
of  sulfates.  Accordingly,  though  I  do  not 
question  its  conclusion  that  the  tech¬ 
nology  to  achieve  the  1977  standards  is 
currently  available,  I  have  not  felt  that 
conclusion  by  itself  could  determine  my 
decision  in  this  matter. 

3.  Good  faith.  Tlie  Act  requires  that, 
before  I  grant  an  extension  of  time  to 
any  auto  manufacturer,  I  must  find  that 
“all  good  faith  efforts  have  been  made  to 
meet  the  (1977)  standards.*’  Even  though 
industry  spmding  on  nnission  controls 
has  stayed  at  a  hiedr  level,  there  might 
have  been  some  difficulty  in  making  that 
finding  if  the  current  levd  of  control 
efforts  had  not  proved  successful. 

Industry  emission  control  expendi¬ 
tures,  though  down  from  the  peak  levels 
of  1973  and  1974,  are  projected  to  remain 
high.  GM  testified  that  its  expenditmes 
hMO  in  1975,  1976,  and  1977  would 
average  about  $200  millicm  per  year, 
down  from  the  peaks  of  $310  and  $450 
million  reached  in  1973  and  1974  re¬ 
spectively.  Almost  all  the  dix^  is  related 
to  the  high  costs  of  tooling  up  to  produce 
the  catalytic  (xmverter  in  1975.  Research 
and  engineering  expenses  are  projected 
to  remain  at  the  levd  of  $140  million  a 
year  throughout  this  period.  GM  App. 
AiH^endix  21. 

Ford  projects  emissions  control  re¬ 
search  expenditures  of  about  $175  million 
per  yectr  for  1975  and  1976,  down  (mly 
slightly  from  the  peak  of  $200  million  in 
the  preceding  two  years.  F.  App.  vm-B. 

Chrysler  historically  has  spent  far  less 
on  auto  ^nlssion  con^ls  than  the  other 
two  major  companies.  It  did  not  pro¬ 
vide  figures  beyond  1975,  stating  that 
its  imcertain  financial  situation  made 
such  estimates  impossible.  Though  the 
estimated  figures  for  1975  show  a  sub¬ 
stantial  drop  from  1974  levels,  Chrysler 
explained  that  other  budgets  had  been 
even  more  significantly  curtailed.  C.  App. 
Vol.  IV  p.  205;  ’Tr.  255-56. 

By  the  standards  of  past  suspension 
decisions,  these  expenditures  would  be 
taken  as  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  “good 
faith”  test  in  its  fincuicial  aspect.  What 
is  more  disturbing  is  the  significant  de¬ 
cline  since  1973  in  emission  testing  of 
vehicles  (except  for  testing  by  Ford) 
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aimed  at  meeting  the  statutoiir  HC  and 
CO  standardft.  This  dnH^^off  is 

clear  frmn  the  face  of  the  Technical  Ap¬ 
pendix. 

In  the  words  of  the  Status  Report  (p. 
6-3) : 

[Mlost  manufacturers,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  team,  are  working  on  ImproTed 

oxidation  catalyst  eystems  at  a  relatively 
low  level  currently.  One  possible  reason  for 
this  could,  be  the  current  reduced  level  of 
employment  In  the  Industry  In  general  *  *  *. 
Anothw  reason  could  be  that  the  Indmtry  Is 
waiting  to  see  what  will  happen  during  the 
upcoming  EPA  Suspension  hearings,  and  also 
waiting  to  see  how  their  proposals  to  the 
Congress  the  Administration  for  a  mor- 
atoriiuu  on  future  emission  standards  are 
received. 

There  might  be  some  difficulty  in  mak¬ 
ing  a  finding  of  good  faith  in  the  face  of 
such  a  testing  effort  but  for  one  factor. 
The  industry,  both  the  NAS  and  my  tech¬ 
nical  staff  agree,  has  developed  the  tech¬ 
nology  to  attain  the  statutory  HC  and  CO 
standards  in  the  1977  model  year.  Since 
there  is  no  requirement  that  a  company 
spend  more  than  is  needed  to  meet  the 
standards,  the  success  of  the  auto  indus¬ 
try  here  warrants  a  finding  of  "good  faith 
by  definition." 

4.  The  pubUc  interest.  Tbe  compelling 
reasoog  which  have  caused  me  to  find 
that  the  public  interest  requires  a  sus¬ 
pension  of  the  1977  standards  have  al¬ 
ready  been  discussed.  Technology  that 
would  increase  emission  of  HiSO<,  with 
all  the  uncertainty  and  concern  that  sur¬ 
rounds  its  health  effects,  cannot  be  con¬ 
sidered  "effective"  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and,  until  the  exact 
outlines  of  the  proMem  are  clarified,  it  Is 
not  In  the  public  interest  to  compel  its 
application. 

Several  other  items  that  might  have 
been  discussed  under  this  heading,  such 
as  the  potential  for  use  of  "alternative 
engines"  have  been  addressed  In  eaiilcr 
sections.  TTie  mai<x'  questlmis  that  re¬ 
main  to  be  considered  here  are  the  im¬ 
pact  of  achieving  the  statutory  stand¬ 
ards  in  1977  on  auto  cost  and  fuel  con¬ 
sumption  and  on  the  economy  generally, 
and  the  impact  of  failing  to  achieve  them 
on  air  quality. 

a.  The  impact  of  various  standards  on 
fuel  economy.  Estimates  on  the  cost  in 
fuel  economy  of  achieving  the  1977  stat¬ 
utory  emission  standards  on  schedule 
fell  within  a  relatively  narrow  range. 

OM  calculated  a  16  percent  loss  from 
1975  levels,  but  this  was  based  on  com¬ 
paring  fuQy  optimized  1979  production 
vehlcl^  with  1977  prototypes.  OM  App. 
4a-l.  Figs.  7  <1  8;  I-b-2.  Ford  set  the  loss 
at  5  percent  from  1975  levels,  w  24  per¬ 
cent  below  what  could  otherwise  be 
achieved  if  the  HC  and  CO  standards 
were  not  tl^rtcased.  F.  App.  I-C-3,  n-B- 
3-5,  Appendix  6  p€«e  6.  Chrysler’s  figures 
were  a  9  percent  reduction  from  1975. 
niey  estimated  that  the  1979  levels  could 
be  preserved  If  the  current  national 
standards  were  extended.  C.  App.  IV-C  k 
H-5.  Volkswagen  testified  that  achieving 
tlM  standards  would  entail  "little  or  no" 
lu^  economy  lees,  Tr.  1039, 1970-71. 


Oiven  the  natural  temptation  on  the 
manufacturer^  part  to  err  on  the  con¬ 
servative  side,  I  believe  these  estimates 
are  fully  consistent  with  those  of  the 
National  Academy  of  Selenees  that  a  5 
percent  loss  from  1975  levelB  wotdd 
probably  result.  Tr.  2355,  2381,  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  that  the 
loss  would  be  10  percent,  Tr.  2511,  and  of 
my  own  staff  that  the  loss  would  be  be¬ 
tween  those  two  figures  unless  new 
technology  is  introduced  at  a  faster  rate 
than  the  industry  is  currently  planning 
for  it. 

The  impact  of  meeting  interim  stand¬ 
ards  set  at  the  current  California  levels 
would  be  markedly  less.  OM  set  the  loss 
at  10  percent  from  current  1975  levels  if 
the  standards  were  attained  by  “applica¬ 
tion  of  current  technology  nsed  on  1975 
California  vehicles  to  all  1977  vehicles”, 
GM  App.  1-0-2.  It  hardly  seems  neces¬ 
sary  to  assume  that  the  1975  control 
techmdogy  wiU  remain  without  signif¬ 
icant  improvement  two  model  years  later. 
Fbrd  estimated  that  the  loss  would  be 
6  to  8  percent  over  T^at  could  have  been 
achieved  if  the  current  national  HC  and 
CO  standards  were  extended,  or  a  gain 
of  14  percent  over  1975  levels.  F.  App. 
II-B-5,  Appendix  6  P-  8.  Chrysler  esti¬ 
mated  the  loss  from  1975  at  5  percent. 
C.  Ai^r.  IV-CAD-5.  even  though  the  aver¬ 
age  indusfry-wide  difference  between  the 
two  standards  in  1975  was  only  6  per¬ 
cent.  Status  Kept.  3-7,  and  Chrysler 
would  have  had  the  two  intervening  years 
to  work  on  fuel  economy  lmprov«nents. 

Finally,  if  the  interim  California  levels 
were  to  be  extended  for  1977,  but  with  a 
NQs  standard  of  3.1  g/mi  (which  would 
require  legislative  action),  the  loss  was 
estimated  by  each  (ff  the  major  auto  com¬ 
panies  at  3-5  percent  over  continuation 
of  present  standards.  Tr.  47,  240  (CTirys- 
ler);  Tr.  314  (GM) ;  Tr.  633-35,  739 
(Ford). 

b.  The  economic  impact  of  various 
standards.  There  was  somewhat  more 
variation  hi  estimates  of  auto  price  in¬ 
creases  that  might  accompany  attain¬ 
ment  of  the  statutory  emission  standards 
than  was  the  case  for  fuel  economy.  StUl, 
the  estimates  were  all  in  the  same  basic 
area  with  the  auto  companies  once  again 
tending  to  the  pessimistic  side. 

General  Motors  estimated  that  a 
sticker  price  increase  of  $130-50  over 
present  systems  would  result  if  a  “warm¬ 
up”  converter  were  used,  and  $35-50 
(with  possible  upward  adjustment  for 
catalyst  change)  If  It  were  not.  These 
figures  were  in  1975  dollars.  GM  App. 
l-b-2.4-b-4. 

Ford’s  estimate  is  likewise  about  $150, 
mostly  for  Increased  size  and  predous 
metal  loading  of  the  catalytic  converter, 
though  this  was  inflated  factoring  in 
an  inflation  adjustment  for  1977  which 
was  estimated  at  15  percent.  F.  App. 
I-C-3;  Appendix  $  p.  7;  Tr.  831-52. 

Chrysla:  was  slgBlflcantly  higher  at 
$260,  C.  App.  IV-H-8.  a  figure  adjusted 
to  account  for  the  effect  of  an  estimated 
20  percent  total  inflation  by  1977,  Tr.  152. 

These  figures  are  at  the  high  end  of 
the  range  estimated  by  my  technical 


staff,  see  Status  Kept.  p.  4-4.  and 
signfftcantiy  xnore  thscn  the  estimate  of 
the  Ifattonal  Academy  of  Sciences,  NAS 
p.  89.  The  National  Academy,  Imw- 
ever,  did  not  attempt  to  accotmt  for  the 
use  of  a  “start  catalyst." 

There  is  even  more  agreement  as  to 
the  Impact  of  emission  standards  set  at 
the  current  CalUomla  levels.  GM  esti¬ 
mates  the  stieker  prtee  increase  at  about 
$23  over  that  of  the  current  national  sys¬ 
tem,  GM  App.  I-C-2.  That  increase  was 
set  by  Ford  at  $50  (presiunably  once 
again  with  an  adjisstment  for  inflation) , 
F.  App.  I-C-2.  by  the  NAS  at  about  $40, 
see  NAS  Rept.  p.  80,  and  by  my  own 
technical  staff  at  about  $40,  Status  R^t. 
p.  4-4.  Chrysler  did  not  provide  an 
estimate. 

As  for  the  suggestion  that  the  stand¬ 
ards  be  set  at  .9  e/md.  HC,  9  g/ml.  CO, 
and  3.1  r/ml.  NOa,  ^  resulting  price 
Increase  was  described  by  Chrysler  as 
“nominal,  an  additional  $10".  Tr.  49,  and 
by  Generid  Motors  as  $20  to  $29,  Tr.  313. 

Bo^h  price  increases  and  reductions  in 
fuel  economy  that  might  result  from 
tighter  emission  standards  could  In 
theory  be  espccted  to  affect  new  car 
sales  adversely.  However,  a  study  by  my 
staff  indicates  that  even  at  statutory 
levels  the  impact  on  sales  would  be  on 
the  order  of  a  1  percent  reduction. 

c.  Air  QuaUty  eonsideraHons.  The  im- 
peM:t  of  any  reiaaation  of  auto  emission 
standards  on  air  qualt^  is  obviously 
r^vant  to  anr  suspension  decision,  and 
vital  to  constderation  of  any  proposals 
for  legislative  action  here.  At  the  same 
time,  neither  the  eosspositicm  of  the  sus¬ 
pension  hearlnc  pasiei  nor  ttie  nature  of 
the  witnesses  made  it  possible  to  assess 
this  matter  in  the  specific  context  of  the 
hearing. 

Instead,  EPA  has  performed  Its  own 
analysis  of  this  matter.  That  study,  to¬ 
gether  with  a  summary,  is  separately 
available  fnxn  EPA  and  will  only  be 
touched  on  here.  "Air  Quality  Impact  of 
Alternative  Emtoslon  Standards  for  Uidit 
Duty  Vehicles”  will  be  avmilaUe  sepa¬ 
rately  from  EPA’s  (^dSce  of  Air  and  Waste 
Management  and  as  purt  of  the  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  statement  being  prepared 
for  the  President’s  proposed  energy  pro¬ 
gram,  which  includes  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments. 

The  air  quality  Impact  analysis  sug¬ 
gests  that,  although  the  relative  differ¬ 
ences  in  air  quality  in  1977-1881  result¬ 
ing  from  varioos  possttile  cambinattons 
of  standards,  rangbag  from  the  current 
Federal  interims  to  the  statutory  stand¬ 
ards,  do  not  appear  to  be  enormous  and 
do  not  reverse  the  current  trend  toward 
improvement,  they  are  significant.  These 
differences  are  particularly  significant 
udien  one  considers  the  ntunher  of  areas 
that  may  still  violate  the  air  quality 
standards  (especially  for  photochemi¬ 
cal  oxidants)  by  1985  or  1990  at  any  of 
the  auto  emission  control  levels  and  the 
difficulties  at  achleviiig  the  remaintog 
emtaslon  reductions  needed  to  attain  the 
standarcte. 

Accordingly,  only  a  new  air  quality 
threat  of  the  potential  scope  and  serlous- 
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ness  ol  tbe  sulfuric  add  problem  could 
make  the  decision  tonporarlly  to  forego 
further  HC  azul  CX>  reductions  a  rela¬ 
tively  clear  one. 

Dated:  March  5.  1975. 

Russell  E.  Train, 

Administrator. 

IFR  Doe.75-«3«7  FUed  S-13-75;8;45  am] 


(FRL  345-3;  FIFEIA  Docket  No.  340] 

HAPPY  JACK,  INC. 

Filing  of  Obiections 

By  document  dated  November  15, 1974 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  November  22,  1974,  39  FR  40980,  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Water  and 
Hazardous  Materials,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  gave  notice  of  his  in¬ 
tent  to  cancel  the  registration  of  the 
pesticide  product  Happy  Jack  Sarc(vtic 
Mange  Medicine,  EPA  Reg.  No.  2731-1,  of 
which  Hi^py  Jack,  Inc.,  Snow  Hill,  North 
Cardina  28580,  is  Recdstrant. 

Pursuant  to  S  164.8  of  the  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  governing  hearings  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Insectidde,  Fungicide,  and  Rodmti- 
cide  Act,  as  amended,  arising  from  can¬ 
cellation  of  registrations  (40  CFR  Part 
164)  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Reg¬ 
istrant  has  filed  objections  to  the  intent 
to  cancel  said  registration.  The  document 
setting  forth  objections  did  not  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  S  164.22(a)  of 
said  niles  of  practice  and  the  Registrant 
was  ordered  to  file  objections  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  said  section.  On  motion  of  Reg¬ 
istrant,  without  objection  from  Respond¬ 
ent,  the  time  for  filing  objections  in  ccmi- 
pliance  with  said  9  164.22(a)  has  been 
extended  to  September  8, 1975. 

The  objections  on  file  and  other  docu¬ 
ments  relating  to  the  proceeding  are 
available  for  examination  by  the  public 
during  regular  business  hours  at  the  Of¬ 
fice  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Room  1019,  East 
Tower,  Waterside  Mall,  401  M  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Bernard  D.  Levinson, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

March  10, 1975. 

[FR  DOC.75-681S  FUed  3-13-75;8:45  am] 


(OPP-32000/207  A  208;  FRL  343-2] 

RECEIPT  OF  APPUCATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  Uie  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)  (1)  (D) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA) ,  as  amended. 
This  policy  provides  that  EPA  will,  upon 
receipt  of  every  application  for  registra- 
tkA,  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  cmtalning  the  information  shown 
below.  Ihe  labeling  furnished  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  available  for  examination 


at  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Room  EB-31,  East  Tower,  401  M  Street, 
SW.  WashingtcA  DC  20460. 

On  or  bef<»«  May  13,  1975  any  person 
who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  applicant,  (b) 
believes  that  data  he  developed  and  sub¬ 
mitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  October  21, 
1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an  appli¬ 
cation  described  in  this  notice,  (c)  de¬ 
sires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compensation 
under  section  3(c)  (1)  (D)  for  such  use 
oS.  his  data,  an^  (d)  wishes  to  preserve 
his  rigdit  to  have  the  Administrator  de¬ 
termine  the  amount  of  reasonable  com¬ 
pensation  to  whi(di  he  is  entitled  for  such 
use  of  the  data,  must  notify  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  and  the  applicant  named  in  the 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of  his 
claim  by  certified  mail.  Notification  to 
the  Administrator  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Information  Coordination  Section, 
Technical  Services  Division  (WH-569). 
OfBce  of  Pesticide  Programs,  401  M 
Street,  SW,  Washington  DC  20460.  Every 
such  claimant  must  Include,  at  a  mini¬ 
mum,  the  information  listed  in  the  in¬ 
terim  policy  of  November  19, 1973. 

Applications  submitted  imder  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  the  60  day 
period  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the  2(c) 
application  will  be  processed  according 
to  normal  procedure.  However,  if  claims 
are  received  within  the  60  day  period,  the 
applicants  against  whom  the  claims  are 
asserted  will  be  advised  of  Uie  alterna¬ 
tives  available  under  the  Act.  No  claims 
will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA  adjudi¬ 
cation  which  are  received  after  May  13, 
1975. 

Dated:  March  4, 1975. 

Martin  H.  Rogoff, 

Acting  Director, 
Registration  Division. 
Applications  Received  (Opp-32000/207) 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  11619-G.  Chem.  Testing 
Corp.,  32-10  37tb  Ave.,  Long  Island  City 
NY  11101.  KEMCIDB-163.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Disodium  cyanodlthloimldocarbon- 
ste  3.68%;  Potassium  N-metbyldlthlo- 
carbamate  5.07%.  Method  at  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM22 

EPA  File  Symbol  464-LRG.  Dow  Chem.. 
n.S.A..  PO  Box  1706,  Midland  MI  48640. 
DOW  2.4-D,  DIETHANOLAMINE  SALT-6. 
Active  Ingredients:  2,4-D  [2,4-dlchloro- 
phenoxyacetlc  acid]  diethanolamine  salt 
69.3%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM23 

EPA  Pile  Sjrmbol  464-LRL.  Dow  Chem.  DOW 
BUTOXY  PROPYL  ESTER  MIX  NO.  1. 
Active  Ingredients:  2,4-D  [2,4-dlchloro- 
phenoxyacetlc  acid]  Butoxy  Propyl  Esters 
67.5%;  Silvex  [2-(2,4.6-trlchlorophenoxy) 
propionic  acid]  Butoxy  Propyl  Esters 
32.5%,  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  imder  2(c)  of  Interim  pcdicy. 
PM23 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  464-LRn.  Dow  Chem.  DOW 
2,4-D,  TRIETHANCXiAMINE  SALT-4.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  2,4-D  [2,4-dlchloro- 
phenoxyacetic  acid]  triethanolamine  salt 


64.8%:  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
FM23 

EPA  File  Symibol  18442-EL  Eldorado  Chem. 
Co..  Inc.,  PO  Box  32101,  San  Antonio  TX 
78216.  ELDORADO  PESTICIDE  26.  Active 
Ingredients:  0,0-Dlethyl  0-(2-l8opropyl-6- 
methyl-4-pyrimidlnyl)  pho^hmothloate 
0.500%;  Pyrethrlns  0.052%;  Plperonyl  Bu- 
toxide.  Technical  (Equivalent  to  0.209%  of 
(butylcarbityl)  (6-pr(^ylplperonyl)  ether 
and  0.062%  of  related  compounds)  0.261%; 
Petroleum  DistlUate  99.187%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM14 

EPA  PUe  Ssrmbol  7368-OE.  Georgia  Pacific 
Corp.,  2426  Malt  Ave.,  Los  Angeles  CA 
90040.  GEORGIA-PACIFIC  POND  AND 
FOUNTAIN  ALGICIDB.  Active  Ingredients: 
Copper  0.16%.  Method  of  Suppmt:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM24 

EPA  File  Symbol  14955-n.  Jefco  Lab.,  Inc., 
618  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Chicago  IL  60606. 
PLUS  TEN  VEGETATION  KIULER.  Active 
Ingredients:  Prometone  2,4-bis  (Isc^ropyl- 
amlno)  e-methoxy-s-trlazlne  3.73%;  Pe¬ 
troleum  distillate  80.91%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM25 

EPA  File  Symbol  373-UI.  Mallinckrodt,  Inc., 
3600  2nd  St..  &  Malllnokiodt  St.,  St.  Louis 
MO  63147.  MALLINCKRODT  DUOSAN 
BRAND  BROAD  SPECTTRUM  SYSTEMIC- 
CONTACT  TURF  FUNGICIDE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Dimethyl  4,4'-o-phenylenebl8 
(3-thioallophanate)  16%;  Manganese  (Zn 
+  +  )  ethylene  bisdithiocarbamate  60%. 
Method  of  Support;  Ai^llcation  proceeds 
under  2(a)  of  Interim  policy.  PM21. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  004-EGL.  B.  O.  Pratt  Div., 
Gabriel  Chem.  Ltd.,  204  21st  Ave.,  Paterson 
NJ  07609.  DUR8BAN  25  EC  TURF  AND 
ORNAMENTAL  PLANT  INSECTICIDE. 
Active  Ingredients:  Chlorpjrrlfos  [0,0-dl- 
ethyl  0-(3,5,6-trichloro-2-pyrldyl)  phos- 
phorothioate]  24.9%;  Aromatic  petroleum 
derivative  solvent  63.7%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  .^^llcatlon  proceeds  under  3(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM13 

EPA  File  Symbol  1159-ROA.  Seaooast  Lab., 
Inc.,  267  Hwy.  18,  E.  Brunswick  NJ  08816. 
TWIN  LIGHT  DURSBAN  SPRAY.  Active 
Ingredients:  Chlorpyrlfos  [0,0-dlethyl  0-(3, 
5,6-trlchl(HX>-2-pyrldyl)  phosphorothloate] 
25.00%;  Aromatic  petroleum  derivative 
solvent  68.34%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM12 

EPA  File  Symbol  5680-RL.  W.  G.  Snee  Co., 
Inc.,  1430  S.  Petem  St.,  New  Orleans  LA 
70130.  PURICIDE  ALGICIDE  INHIBITOR. 
Active  Ingredients:  Alkyl  (C14  68%,  C16 
28%,C14  14%)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonliim 
chloride  10%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM24 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  148-BRTN.  Thompson-Hsy- 
ward  Chem.  Co..  PO  Box  3383,  Kansas  City 
KS  66110.  TECHNICAL  6040.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients;  l-(4-chlorophenyl)  -3-(2,6-difluoro- 
benzoyl)-urea  96.0%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(a)  of  interim 
policy.  PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  226-EUN.  Tc*acco  States 
Chem.  Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  479,  Lexington  KY 
40501.  TASCO  BRAND  DIAZINON  AG  600 
INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  0,0- 
diethyl  0-(2-isopr(H>yl-6-methyl-4-pyriml- 
dinyl)  pho^horothloate  47.6%;  Aromatic 
petroleum  derivative  solvent  20J2%.  Method 
of  Support:  Ajlblfcatlon  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM14 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  10862-RT.  Union  Carbide 
Corp.,  270  Park  Ave.,  New  York  NY  10017. 
UNION  CARBIDE  SENTRY  GRAIN  PRE- 
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SEStVSB.  Active  In^^redleiito:  Pit^ionlo 
Acid  100%.  Method  oi  Bui>port:  Af^ltoa- 
tkm  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  {^Icy. 
PM21 

Applications  Reccivxo  (Opp-32000/208) 

EPA  Tile  8ymb(ri  85878-A.  Aqua/Frooess 
Ohem.,  2408  Torktown  #178,  Houston  TX 
77027.  S-70.  Active  Ingi^lents:  2-(Thlo- 
C7snomethylthlo)bensothUzole  8.0%:  2- 
Hydrozypropyl  methanethlolsulfonate 
7.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM22 

EPA  File  Symbol  10942-A.  Bandinl  FertllizM’ 
Ck>.,  4139  Bandinl  Ave.,  Los  Angeles  CA 
90023.  4  BANDINI  WEEDIUZEB  A  FER¬ 
TILIZER  WITH  WEED  CONTROL.  Active 
Ingredients:  Dlphenamld  (Enlde)  (N.  N- 
I>lmethyl-2,2-Dlphenyl-Acetamlde)  2.30%; 
Monuron  (3-(P-Chlorophenyl)  -l,i-Dimeth- 
ylurea)  0.26%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM36 

EPA  File  Symb<A  7299-RL.  The  Brenco  Corp., 
704  Sorth  First  St..  St.  Louis  MO  03102. 
504-M.  Active  Ingredients:  Dlsodlum  cy- 
anodlthlolmldocarbonate4.00%;  Potaasliun 
N-methyldithlocarbamate  6.76%.  Method 
of  Sui^rt:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PMa2 

EPA  File  Symbol  9461-ON.  Celanese  Coatings 
&  Specialties  Co.,  Devoe  &  Reynolds  Co.. 
(Marine  Div.),  PO  Box  99038,  Jeffersontown 
KY  40299.  DEVOE  MARINE  DEVRAN  216 
PERMANENT  BED  ANTl-FOULINQ  PAINT 
MD-3832.  Active  Ingredients:  Cuprous 
Oxide  34.88%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM22 

EPA  File  Sirmbol  3222-RL.  Crown  Zellerbach 
Coip.,  One  Bush  St.,  San  Francisco  CA 
94119.  CROWN  CITRUS  LINERS  TYPE 
WOL  DIPHENYL  TREATED.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Diphenyl  16.67%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  3(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM21 

EPA  File  Symbol  8169-RE.  Himter  Products 
Cotp.,  8603  Botts  Ln.,  San  Antonio  TX 
78286.  ENVAIR  FLYING  INSECT  KILLER 
n.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethrins  1.00%; 
Piperonyl  butoxlde,  technical  2.00%;  N- 
octyl  blcycloh^tene  dlcarboxlmlde  3.33%; 
Petroleum  distillate  13.67%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  8169-RR.  Hunter  Products 
Corp.,  8603  Botts  Ln.,  San  Antonio  TX 
78286.  ENVAIR  FLYING  INSECT  KILLER 
m.  Active  Ingredients:  P3nothrins  0.46%; 
Piperonyl  butoxlde,  technical  4.50%;  Pet¬ 
roleum  distillate  16.06%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  S34-URA.  Hysan  Corp.,  919 
W.  88th  St.,  Chicago  H.  60609.  PROFES¬ 
SIONAL  STRENGTH  226  INSECT  KILLER. 
Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethrins  0.30%; 
Piperonyl  Butoxlde,  Technical  0.60%;  N- 
Octyl  Blcycloheptene  Dlcarboxlmlde  1.00%. 
MeUmd  of  Suj^Mrt:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM17 

SPA  File  Symbol  9813-U.  K.  O.  B.  Associates, 
Inc.,  PO  Box  61,  West  Isllp  NY  11796. 
KOBACIDE  SBP-1382.  Active  Ingredients: 
(6-Benzyl-8-furyl)  methyl  3,2-dlmethyl-3- 
(2-methylpropenyl)  cyclopropaneocuboxyl- 
ate  0.600%;  Related  compounds  0.068%; 
Aromatic  petroleum  hydrocarbons  0.662%; 
Petroleum  dlstUlate  98.760%.  Method  of 
Support;  AppUcatton  proceeds  \mder  2(e) 
of  Interim  policy.  FM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  8249-T.  Maintenance  Engi¬ 
neering  Corp.,  8711  Clinton  Dr.,  PO  Box 
1729,  Houston  TX  77001.  MECO  MICBO- 


BIOCIDE  74.  Active  Ingredients:  2-(Thlo- 
cyanomethylthlo) benzothlastde  8.0%;  2- 
Hydroxypropyl  methanethlosulfonate  7.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
imder  3(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM32 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  1021-BanA.  McLaughlin 
Gormley  King  Co.,  8810  Tenth  Ave.  N, 
Minneapolis  MN  66427.  PYROCIDB  INTER¬ 
MEDIATE  7220.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyre¬ 
thrins  3.60%;  Piperonyl  Butoxlde,  technical 
6.00%;  N-ootyl  blcycloheptene  dloarbox- 
Imlde  8.34%;  2,3:4,8-bis(2-butylene-tetra- 
hydro-2-furaldobyde)  6.67%;  Petroleum 
distillate  9.82%.  Method  ot  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  3(c)  ot  interim 
poUcy.  PM17 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  36128-E.  Pharmadyne  Chem. 
Corp.,  16  Sewaren  Ave.,  Sewaren  NJ  07077. 
WONDER  FLUFF  WHITE  SHAMPOO.  Active 
Ingredients:  Pyrethrins  0.60%;  Piperonyl 
Butoxlde,  Technical  0.100%,  N-Octyl  Bi- 
cycloheptene  Dlcarboxlmlde  0.166%;  Pe¬ 
troleum  DlstUlate  0.240%.  Method  of 
Support:  Appllcatkm  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  p^cy.  PM17 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  4297-EO.  Reliance  Brooks 
Inc.,  3303  E.  S7th  St.,  Cleveland  OH  44127. 
H-C  TREATMENT  NO.  471.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Dlsodlum  cyanodlthlolmldocar- 
bonate  4.90%;  Potassium  N-methyldltbio- 
carbamate  6.76%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  PM22 

EPA  File  Symbol  226-EEA.  Tobacco  States 
Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  479,  Lexington 
KY  40601.  JA8CO  ENIDE  60W.  AcUve  In¬ 
gredients;  Dlphenamld  (N,N-Dlmethyl-2,2- 
dlphenylacetamlde)  60%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  AppUcation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  ptUlcy.  PM26 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  82965-U.  Water  Chemists, 
Inc.,  PO  Box  238,  Fairland  IN  46126. 
MICROBIOCIDE  M-218.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Dlsodlum  cyanodithlolmldocarbonate 
4.00%;  Potassium  N-methyldlthlocarba- 
mate  6.76%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  imder  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM22 

[FB  Doc.76-6370  Filed  3-13-76;8:45  am) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
ELECTRIC  GOLF  CARS  FROM  POLAND 

Antidumping;  Withholding  of  Appraisement 
Notice 

Information  was  received  on  June  7, 
1974,  that  electric  golf  cars  from  Poland 
were  being  sold  at  less  than  fair  value 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Antidumping 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160  et 
seq.)  (referred  to  in  this  notice  as  “the 
Act”).  This  information  was  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  an  “Antidumping  Proceeding 
Notice”  which  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  June  14,  1974,  on  page 
20815.  The  “Antidumping  Proceeding 
Notice”  Indicated  tiiat  there  was  evidence 
on  record  concerning  Injury,  or  likelihood 
of  injury,  or  prevention  ot  establishment 
of  an  industiy  in  the  United  States. 

Pursuant  to  section  201(b)  of  the  Act 
(19  U.S.C.  160(b) ) ,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  there  are  rea8<mable  grounds  to  be¬ 
lieve  or  suspect  that  the  purc^iase  price 
(section  203  of  the  Act;  19  U.S.C.  162)  of 
electric  golf  cars  from  Poland  is  less,  or 
Is  likely  to  be  less,  than  the  constructed 
value,  as  reflected  by  prices  of  similar 


merchandise  in  a  non-state-contndled 
economy  country  (Canada)  (section  206 
of  the  Act;  19  U.S.C.  165). 

Statement  of  reasons.  The  informa¬ 
tion  currently  before  the  n.S.  Customs 
Service  tends  to  Indicate  that  the  iRoper 
basis  of  comparison  for  fair  value  pm:- 
poses  will  be  between  purchase  price  and 
constructed  value,  as  reflected  by  prices 
of  similar  merchandise  in  a  ncm-state- 
controlled  economy  country. 

Purchase  price  probably  will  be  cal¬ 
culated  on  the  basis  of  f.o.b.,  Poland, 
prices  to  the  United  States  with  a  deduc- 
tl(m  for  packing  in  Poland. 

Inasmuch  as  the  merchandise  rnider 
consideration  was  produced  in  a  state- 
oontroUed-economy  cmmtry,  constructed 
value  likely  will  be  based  on  the  price  at 
which  similar  merchandise  was  sold  for 
home  consumption  In  a  free  country.  The 
country  chosen  for  this  pmrpose  will  be 
Canada. 

Constructed  value  probably  will  be  cal¬ 
culated  on  the  basis  of  an  ex-factory 
price  to  Canadian  purchasers,  with  a  de¬ 
duction  for  federal  sales  taxes.  Adjust¬ 
ments  likely  will  be  made  for  differences 
in  the  merchandise,  quantities  produced, 
advertising  costs,  credit  terms,  warranty 
costs  and  packing. 

Using  the  above  criteria,  there  are  rea¬ 
sonable  grounds  to  believe  or  suspect 
that  the  puixdiase  price  will  be  lower 
than  the  constructed  value,  as  reflected 
by  prices. 

Customs  ofiBcers  are  being  directed  to 
withhold  appraisement  of  electric  golf 
cars  from  Poland  In  accordance  with 
§  153.48,  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR 
153.48). 

In  accordance  with  §§  153.32(b)  and 
153.37,  CTustoms  Regulations  (19  CFR 
153.32(b),  153.37),  Interested  persons 
may  present  written  views  or  arguments, 
or  request  in  writing  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  afford  an  opportimlty  to 
present  oral  views. 

Any  requests  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  afford  an  (H>Portunity  to  pre¬ 
sent  oral  views  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Commissioner  of  (Customs,  2100  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20229,  In 
time  to  be  received  by  his  office  on  or  be¬ 
fore  March  24,  1975.  Such  requests  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  statement  outlining 
the  issues  wished  to  be  discussed. 

Any  written  views  or  arguments  should 
likewise  be  addressed  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs  In  time  to  be  received 
by  his  office  on  or  before  April  14, 1975. 

This  notice,  which  Is  published  pur- 
suant  to  8  153.34(a),  CTustoms  Regula¬ 
tions  (19  CFn  153.34(a)),  shall  become 
effective  on  March  14. 1975.  It  shall  cease 
to  be  effective  at  the  expiratlcm  of  6 
months  fnxn  the  date  of  this  publica¬ 
tion,  unless  previously  revoked. 

[seal]  James  B.  Clawson, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

March  12,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-6883  Filed  8-18-75;8:46  am] 
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JOWT  BOARD  FOR  THE  ENROUMENT  OF 
ACTUAMES 
»  * - - 

Notice  is  ha«by  given  that  commenc¬ 
ing  at  9:30  a.m  on  Ifarch  10. 1975.  and 
continuing  on  March  20,  If  necessary,  the 
Board  win  hold  a  meeting  at  which  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  may  informally  pre¬ 
sent  their  views  concerning  the  imide- 
mentation  of  section  3042  of  the  Em¬ 
ployee  Retirement  Income  Security  Act 
of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-406).  The  meeting 
will  be  held  in  Room  S-3215.  New  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  Building.  200  Oon- 
stitution  Avenue.  NW..  Washington,  D.C. 

Attendance  is  open  to  all  members  of 
the  public  but  limited  to  the  space  avail¬ 
able.  Persons  wishing  to  make  statements 
should  notify  the  undersigned  at  least 
two  days  in  advance  and  should  indicate 
whether  they  desire  to  present  oral 
statemeits  at  the  meeting.  Any  member 
of  the  public  may  file  a  written  statement 
with  the  Board  in  connection  with  the 
meeting. 

Notification  of  intention  to  attend  the 
meeting  or  to  make  an  oral  statement 
should  be  given  to  the  office  of  the 
Chairman  by  letter  at  Room  6129.  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Service  Building.  1111 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  WashingUxi, 
D.C.  20224,  or  by  telephone  at  (202)  964- 
4311. 

[seal]  Donald  S.  Grttbbs,  Jr., 
Chairman. 

March  11,  1975. 

[PB  DOC.76-679S  Filed  3-13-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

DDR&E  HIGH  ENERGY  LASER  REVIEW 

GROUP.  AD  HOC  HIGH  ENERGY  LASER 

REVIEW  TEAM 

Clos^  Meetings  . 

Pursuant  to  the  provisicms  of  section 
10  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  dated  October  6. 
1972.  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
closed  meetings  of  the  DDRiiE  High  En¬ 
ergy  Laser  Review  Group  Ad  Hoc  High 
Energy  Laser  Review  Team  will  be  hdd 
on  Tuesday  throu^di  Friday.  April  1 
through  4,  1975,  at  Redstcme  Arsenal. 
Alabama. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  meetings  is 
classified  in  accordance  with  aubpara- 
grsuHi  (1)  of  section  552<b)  of  Title  6 
of  the  n,S.  Ck>de. 

G.  W.  HERRKaC, 

Acting  Director,  Correspondence 
and  Directives,  OASD  (Comp¬ 
troller^. 

March  13. 1975. 

[FB  Doo.  75-6028  PUed  3-13-75;  9:23  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Drug  Enfoscement  Administretion 
(Docket  Noa.  74-12. 74-17] 

SERUNG  DRUG  CO.  AND  DETROIT 

PRESCRIPTION  WHOLESALEIL  INC. 

Denial  of  Application  for  Registration  To 
Distribute  Controlled  Substances 

On  May  16,  1974,  the  Drug  Enforce¬ 
ment  Administration  issued  to  the  Ser- 


ling  Drug  Company,  10650  Galaxie  Ave¬ 
nue,  P.O.  Box  3760,  Oak  Park.  Micblgan. 
an  order  to  ^low  cause  as  to  why  its  ap¬ 
plication  for  reglstratioa  to  distribute 
controUed  substances,  under  section  303 
of  the  Contrcdled  Bubetances  Act  (21 
UB.C.  823),  should  not  be  denied.  The 
order  to  riiow  cause  was  based  upon 
charges  that,  inter  alia,  the  applicant’s 
past  history  in  the  distribution  of  con- 
trdlled  substances  revealed  conditions 
and  practices  Inconsistent  with  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  that  the  applicant  had 
failed  to  establish  and  maintain  effective 
cmitrols  against  the  diversion  of  con¬ 
trolled  substances  into  other  than  legiti¬ 
mate  industrial,  scientific  and  medical 
channels,  thereby  evidencing  direct  and 
continuing  violations  of  the  Controlled 
Substances  Act  (21  U.S.C.  801,  et  seq.) 
and  the  administrative  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder  (Title  21,  Code  of 
Fedoal  Regtilations,  Part  1301,  et  seq.) . 

Serling  Drug  Ccanpany  requested  a 
hearing  on  the  order  to  show  cause  and, 
following  a  prehearing  conference  held 
on  September  3. 1974,  hearings  were  held 
on  this  matter  on  September  14,  1974,  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  on  October  7,  and 
8,  1974,  in  Detroid,  Michigan.  Admlnls- 
tiative  Law  Judge  Lewis  F.  Parker  pre¬ 
sided  at  all  proceedings.  On  January  15. 
1975,  Judge  Parker  filed,  pursuant  to  21 
CFR  1316.65,  his  report  and  a  recom¬ 
mended  findings  of  fact,  conclusions  of 
law  and  a  recommended  decision,  and 
certified  to  tiM  Aministrator  the  recor 
of  the  procee<fings  including  the  tran¬ 
scripts  of  the  hearings  and  prehearing 
conference,  the  exhibits  admitted  in 
evidence  or  proffered  by  the  parties,  and 
the  proposed  findings  of  fact  and  con¬ 
clusions  of  law  filed  by  both  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  the  respondent  and  their 
respective  briefs  in  reply  thereto. 

The  Administrator,  pursuant  to  21 
CFR  1316.66.  hereby  publishes  his  final 
order  in  this  proceeding  based  upon 
findings  of  fact  and  conclusicms  of  law 
set  forth  below. 

Sections  303(b)  and  (e)  of  the  Con¬ 
trolled  Substances  Act  (21  U.S.C.  823(b) 
and  (e) )  require  that  an  iq>pllcant  shall 
be  registered  to  distribute  controlled  sub¬ 
stances  in  schedules  I  or  n.  and  sched¬ 
ules  m,  IV,  and  V.  respectively,  unless 
such  registration  would  be  inconsistent 
with  the  public  interest.  In  determining 
the  public  Interest,  the  following  factors 
are  to  be  considered: 

(1)  Maintenance  of  effective  controls 
against  diversion  of  partcliilar  controlled 
substances  into  other  than  legitimate 
medical,  scientific,  and  industrial  chan¬ 
nels; 

(2)  Compliance  with  applicable  State 
and  local  law; 

(3)  Prior  conviction  record  of  apidl- 
cant  under  Federal  or  State  laws  relating 
to  the  manufacture,  distribution,  or  dis¬ 
pensing  at  such  substances; 

(4)  Past  experience  in  the  distribution 
of  controUed  substances;  and 

(5)  Such  other  factOTs  as  may  be 
relevant  to  and  consistent  with  the  pifb- 
11c  health  and  safety. 

In  determining  whether  the  Issuance 
to  the  Serling  Drug  Company  of  a  reg¬ 
istration  to  distribute  controUed  sub¬ 


stances  In  s(^edules  n,  m,  IV  and  V  Is 
in  the  pabUc  interest,  the  Administrator 
has  considered  these  factors.  The  most 
relevant  of  these  factors  in  the  case  at 
bar  are  the  apidicant's  maintenance  of 
effective  controls  against  dlverakm,  its 
past  experience  in  the  distribution  of  con¬ 
troUed  substances,  and  the  prior  convic¬ 
tion  record  of  an  appUcant  under  Fed¬ 
eral  or  State  laws  relating  to  controUed 
substances. 

Judge  Parker,  in  his  recommended 
conclusions  of  law,  states  that  “*  *  *  to 
maintain  effective  controls  against  diver¬ 
sion  of  controUed  substances,  a  registrant 
must  not  only  give  these  substances  ade¬ 
quate  physical  security  but  must  also 
maintain  accurate  records  of  his  con¬ 
troUed  substances  Inventory.”  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  concurs  in  this  statement  but 
disagrees  with  Judge  Parker’s  conclu¬ 
sion  that  this  requirement  is  essential 
“not  so  much  as  to  stop  the  divm^cm  of 
controUed  substances  initially  but  to 
provide  a  method  of  determining  on  a 
periodic  basis  whether  or  not  there  have 
been  unexplained  losses  of  inventory 
which  might  have  been  caused  by  thefts.” 
Hiis  reas(»i,  while  certainly  not  unim¬ 
portant,  is  far  frcNn  being  the  principal 
purpose  of  the  regulations  requiring  ac¬ 
curate  recordkeeping.  A  highly  impor¬ 
tant  reason,  demonstrated  by  cases  such 
as  the  one  at  bar,  is  to  provide  the  reg¬ 
istrant  with  an  ongoing  means  of  dis¬ 
covering  Instances  of  diversion  as  they 
occur  so  that  prompt  and  effective  coun¬ 
termeasures  can  be  undertaken.  Another 
important  purpose  for  the  maintenance 
of  accurate  records  is  to  provide  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  with  a  means  of  determining 
whether  the  registrant  Is  maiotAtning 
such  effective  controls  against  diversion 
as  are  required  by  the  CcmtroUed  Sub¬ 
stances  Act  smd  the  administrative  reg¬ 
ulations  promulgated  pursuant  thereto. 

The  Administrator  finds,  after  a 
thorough  review  of  the  entire  record, 
that  there  is  substantial  and  pursuaslve 
evidence  of  serious  discrepancies  In  the 
ar^cant’s  controlled  substances  records 
and  inventories.  These  discrepancies 
were  discovered  In  the  course  of  in-depth 
audits  of  Serllng’s  records  and  Inven¬ 
tories  conducted  by  employees  of  this 
agency  and  its  predecessor  in  October 
1971,  July  1973,  and  February  1974.  In 
arriving  at  this  conclusion,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  specifically  rejects  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge’s  recommended  con¬ 
clusion  that  testimony  and  documentary 
evidence  offered  by  the  Government  to 
prove  such  discrepancies  were  without 
probative  value.  The  Administrator  finds 
that  when  considered  in  light  of  the 
record  ss  a  whole,  the  Government’s  ex¬ 
hibits,  consisting  of  compilations  derived 
from  audits  of  Serling’s  records  and  in¬ 
ventories,  and  the  testimony  of  Individ¬ 
uals  responsible  for  conducting  those 
audits  constitute  convincing  and  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence  that  serious  shortages 
existed  in  the  inventory  of  controlled 
substances  for  whkh  Serling  was  ac¬ 
countable.  These  record-keeping  dis¬ 
crepancies  are  in  themselves  violations 
of  21  U.S.C.  827(a)(3)  and  21  CFR 
1304^21  (a).  A  reasonable  inference 
drawn  from  this  evidence  is  that  the 
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■hortoges  demonstrated  thereby  were  at- 
tributable  to  actual  dlvenlon  ol  oon- 
troDed  substances  Into  other  than  legiti¬ 
mate  industrial,  sclentlflc  and  medical 
channels. 

The  most  serious  of  the  alleged  short¬ 
ages  in  torms  of  gross  quantity  was  that 
of  Robitussln  AC®,  a  schedule  V  sub¬ 
stance  containing  codeine  iihosj^te,  a 
substance  with  a  recognized  potential  for 
abuse.  The  aovammenfS  audit  found 
that  the  respondent’s  inventory  was 
short  over  300,000  ounces  of  Robitussln 
AC  during  the  period  from  December  31, 
1072,  to  July  9,  1073.  Significantly.  whUe 
the  respondent  attempted  to  rebut  the 
DEA  audits  of  other  substances,  no  at¬ 
tempt  was  made  to  show  that  the  records 
showing  shortages  of  Robitussln  AC  were 
not  accurate.  Based  on  shortages  of  this 
substance  akme.  without  considering  the 
other  shortages,  some  of  which  Involved 
substances  of  even  greater  abuse  poten¬ 
tial,  there  is  sufficient  basis  for  a  finding 
that  the  registrant  failed  to  maintain 
effective  controls  under  21  UB.C.  823(e), 
and  the  Administrator  so  finds. 

In  holding  that  discrepancies  in  record 
keeping  and  Inventory  did  in  fact  occur 
on  a  continuing  basis  in  the  coiu^e  of  the 
iq>plicant’s  handling  of  controlled  sub¬ 
stances,  the  Administrator  has  taken 
note  of,  and  has  given  weight  to.  certain 
documents  which  were  held  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  to  be  without 
probative  value.  It  is  the  Administrator’s 
opinion  that  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge  erred  in  his  assignment  of  proba¬ 
tive  force  to  this  evidence.  Under  the  rule 
of  modem  Judicial  decisions  governing 
the  admissibility  of  evidence  in  adminis¬ 
trative  proceedings,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  but  that  the  Government’s  exhibits 
articulating  the  results  of  its  audits  of 
the  respondent’s  controlled  substances 
were  evidence  of  the  kind  that  "usiudly 
effects  falrmlnded  men  in  the  conduct 
of  their  most  important  business,”  “UB. 
V.  United  Shoe  Machinery  Corp,”,  89  P. 
Supp.  349  (D.  Mass.,  1950) .  The  cases  dis¬ 
cussing  admlssibill^  are  numerous  and 
need  not  be  further  cited  here.  Judge 
Parker  properly  admitted  these  exhibits 
but  failed  to  assign  to  them  their  proper 
weight  in  reaching  his  conclusions.  The 
Administrator  is  free  to  ccmsider  all  of 
the  evidence  in  the  record  and  to  reach 
his  own  conclusions  as  to  the  weight 
of  such  evidence.  ’Ihls  proceeding  was 
conducted  imder  regulations  of  this  Ad¬ 
ministration  as  well  as  relevant  portions 
of  the  Administrative  Procedures  Act 
(Title  5,  United  States  Code,  sections  551- 
559) .  Under  21  CFR  1316.65,  the  presiding 
officer,  here,  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  is  required  to  certify  the  entire 
record  to  the  Administrator.  When  such 
is  the  case,  the  Administrator  may  reach 
his  own  rational  conclusions  as  to  the 
weight  to  be  given  each  item  of  evidence 
in  the  record.  See  "Sokoloff  v.  Saxbe  et 
al.”,  501  F.  2d  571  (2nd  Cir.  1974),  and 
5  U.S.C.  557  (b) .  The  Administrator  con¬ 
cludes  that  a  fair  reading  of  all  of  the 
evidence  of  record  requires  a  determina¬ 
tion  that  the  applicant  failed  to  main¬ 
tain  complete  and  accurate  records  as  re¬ 


quired  by  31  VAX!.  827  and  that  such 
was  a  faUuce  to  maintain  the  cOectlvs 
controls  against  dlvexslon  reqifired  to  be 
OMisidMwd  by  21  UB.C.  823. 

Further,  the  Administrator  finds  that 
due  at  least  partially  to  the  iqvlicanfs 
failure  to  maintain  effective  contrcds,  ac¬ 
tual  diversion  of  controlled  substances 
into  other  than  legitimate  channels  took 
place.  It  is  not  possible  to  conrider  Ser- 
ling  Drug  Company’s  past  experience  in 
distributing  controlled  substances  and 
its  ability  or  inability  to  m«.«ntftin  effec¬ 
tive  contrcds  agsdnst  diversion  without 
cmislderlng  the  Illegal  acts  of  its  then 
Vice  President,  Jack  SerUng.  In  the 
course  of  this  proceeding,  either  by  stipu- 
latitm  of  the  parties  or  through  the  testi- 
numy  of  witnesses,  evidence  was  intro¬ 
duced  to  the  effect  that  on  at  least  thir¬ 
teen  occasions  betwe^  November  3, 1973, 
and  February  26,  1974,  Jack  Seriliv 
illegally  sold  ccmtroUed  substances  to  «n- 
ployes  of  the  Michigan  Diversion  In¬ 
vestigative  Unit  who  were  (iterating  in 
an  undercover  capacity.  It  was  fiulher 
stipulated  that  Jack  Serllng  was  arrested 
and  indicted  as  a  resiilt  of  his  illicit  deal¬ 
ing  in  contrcdled  substances  and  that  the 
substances  involved  were  either  ordered 
through  or  stolen  from  the  applicant 
here,  Serllng  Drug  Company. 

The  Administrative  Law  Judge  has 
recommended  that  Jack  Serllng’s  theft 
of  controlled  substances  from  Serllng 
Drug  Company  be  ignored  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  a  rul^  on  the  Company’s  ap¬ 
plication  for  registration  to  distribute 
controlled  substances.  Judge  Parker 
foimd  that  “while  it  is  true  that  Jack 
Serllng  did  divert  controlled  substances 
obtained  from  Serilng  (Drug  Company) 
into  illicit  channels,  there  is  no  evidence 
nor  is  there  any  Justifiable  Inference  that 
anything  which  the  company  did  or 
failed  to  do  led  directly  to  those 
thefts  *****  In  discussing  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  Administrator  in  “Four  Cor¬ 
ners  Pharmacy,  Inc.”,  38  FR  215  (Nov.  8, 
1073) ,  Judge  Parker  correctly  states  that 
”(i)t  would,  indeed,  be  outrageous  if  a 
convicted  felon  were  permitted  to  dis¬ 
pense  controlled  substances  through  a 
closely.held  corporation  and  the  decision 
of  the  Administrator  in  Four  Comers,  I 
take  it,  was  designed  to  prevent  this  re¬ 
sult.”  Judge  Parker  goes  on  to  state  that 
”(t)hat  cannot  happen  here.  Jack 
Serllng  is  no  longer  connected  with 
Serllng  [Drug]  in  any  way  which  he 
could  use  to  divert  controlled  substances 
Illegally  and  no  other  officer  or  employee 
of  SerUng  has  been  Involved  in  any 
Illegal  drug-related  matters.” 

The-Admlnlstrator  caimot  accept  this 
theory.  Evidence  of  record  indicates  that 
the  Serllng  Drug  Company  is  a  closely 
held  corporation.  Fifty  percent  of  the 
firm’s  stock  is  held  by  Mr.  Leon  SerUng 
and  two  percent  is  held  by  the  firm  Itself 
as  treasury  stock.  The  remaining  forty- 
eight  percent  Is  held  by  Mr.  Jack  Serll^ 
who  resigned  as  an  officer  and  director  as 
of  February  28, 1975.  Unlike  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Law  Judge,  however,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  finds  that  there  is  a  Justifia¬ 
ble  Inference  that  the  lack  of  seriousness 


with  which  the  SerUng  Drug  Company 
conetdered  tta  obUgations  as  a  distributor 
under  the  Contrcffied  Substances  Act  di¬ 
rectly  or  indtaectly  led  to  the  relative 
ease  with  which  Mr.  Jadt  SarUng  was 
Bide  to  purloin  the  Company's  controlled 
substances  without  detection  by  other  re¬ 
sponsible  Cmniiany  officers. 

Under  the  circumstamces,  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  cannot  accept  Judge  Parker's 
recommendatitm  that  the  “sins  of  Jack 
Serllng”  not  be  visited  up(m  the  corpo¬ 
ration.  Here,  not  only  does  it  aiH>ear  that 
the  corporation’s  faUure  to  maintain  ade¬ 
quate  and  effective  controls,  as  demon¬ 
strated  by  siAstantial  evidence,  led  to 
actual  diverskm  by  one  of  its  officers  and 
stockholders,  but  that  the  culpable  in¬ 
dividual  retains  his  interest  in  the  equity 
of  the  firm,  althoi^h  ostensibly  without 
power  to  act  on  the  corporation’s  behalf 
or  to  guide  its  operations  in  any  way. 

The  Administrator  concludes  that  the 
rationale  in  the  “Four  Comm”  ease  is 
equally  persuasive  here.  The  Admlnis- 
tirator's  final  order  in  “Four  Oomers” 
contains  an  exhaustive  discussion  <m  the 
responsibility  of  a  closely  held  corporate 
registrant  for  the  controlled  substance — 
related  criminal  acts  of  one  of  its  officers 
without  the  knovdedge  or  complicity  of 
other  corporate  officers.  The  intent  of 
Congress  in  enacting  the  Controlled  Sub¬ 
stances  Act  is  dear.  Hie  Act  was  de¬ 
signed  to  permit  a  fiexlble  system 
through  vriiich  the  widesiM-ead  diversion 
of  controlled  substances  could  be  halted. 

’The  prlndpel  difference  between 
“Four  CTomers”  and  the  case  at  bar  is 
that  the  former  Involved  a  revocation 
of  registration  under  21  U.S.C.  824 
whereas  this  ease  involves  a  denial  to 
grant  a  registration  under  21  U.S.C. 
823.  This  difference  is,  however,  with¬ 
out  substance.  This  agency  has  consist¬ 
ently  held  that  where  a  registration  can 
be  rev(Aed  under  section  824,  it  can,  a 
fortiori,  be  denied  under  section  823, 
since  the  law  would  not  require  an  agen¬ 
cy  to  Indulge  in  the  useless  act  of  grant- 
i^  a  license  on  one  day  only  to  with¬ 
draw  it  <m  the  next. 

For  the  reasons  above  stated,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  finds  that  the  public  inter¬ 
est  would  not  be  served  by  granting  the 
SerUng  Drug  Company’s  appUcation  for 
registration  as  a  distributor  under  DEA 
Registration  Number  PS  0032932  at  this 
time.  However,  there  are  several  para¬ 
graphs  in  the  hearing  record  and  in 
Judge  Parker’s  report  which  indicate 
that  loss  of  Serlln^s  DEA  registration 
would  visit  econmnlc  disaster  upon  the 
Company  and  extreme  hardship  upon 
some  shrty  famiUes  which  depend  upon 
SerUng  for  their  Uvelihoods.  'The  Admin¬ 
istrator  is  not  unmindful  of  the  side  ef¬ 
fects  of  his  actions  with  regard  to  con- 
troUed  substance  registrations.  Tet,  in 
spite  of  these  \mdeslraUe  incidental 
effects,  the  Intent  of  Congress  in  setting 
up  this  system  of  oontn^  must  not  be 
forgotten.  If  diverslcm  of  drugs  into  11- 
Udt  channels  is  to  be  halted,  registrants 
must  be  not  only  aware  of  their  respon- 
slblUty,  but  also  of  the  consequences  of 
their  Irresponslbnities. 
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After  considering  all  of  these  factors, 
the  Administrator  has  decided  up<xi  a 
course  of  aoticm  which  seons  best  to  fit 
the  total  situaUcm  and  to  serve  the  pub* 
Uc  interest.  Serling  Drug  Compansr's  ap* 
plication  will  be  doiied.  However,  after 
one  year,  if  Seiiing  can  satisfy  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  that  it  is  pr^iared  to  com¬ 
ply  with  the  letter  and  myblt  of  the  Con- 
trcdled  Substances  Act  and  the  admin¬ 
istrative  regulations  pursuant  thereto,  a 
new  applicatiMi  for  reglstratimi  as  a 
distributor  (d  controlled  substances  will 
be  considered. 

On  hbiy  10.  1974,  Mr.  Leon  Serling, 
Secretary-Treasurer  at  Detroit  Prescrip¬ 
tion  Wholesaler,  Inc.  (“Detroit”),  exe¬ 
cuted  on  b^uOf  of  that  company  an  ap- 
Idication  fen*  registration,  under  DEA 
Registration  Number  PD  0033011,  to  dis¬ 
tribute  (xmtroUed  substances  imder  Sec¬ 
tion  303  of  the  Controlled  Substances  Act 
(21  UJ3.C.  823) .  On  August  6.  1974,  the 
Drug  Elnforc^nent  Administratiem  issued 
an  order  to  show  cause  as  to  why  this  ap¬ 
plication  should  not  be  denied.  This  order 
alleged,  inter  alia,  that  the  applicant  had 
failed  to  maintain  effective  controls 
against  the  diversion  of  controlled  sub¬ 
stances  into  other  than  legitimate  scien¬ 
tific,  Industrial  and  medical  channels  as 
evidenced  by  its  failure  to  maintain  rec¬ 
ords  of  controlled  substances  transactions 
as  required  by  §§  1304.04(b)(1).  1304.04 
(b)(2),  1304.23(e)  and  1305.03. 

On  August  30,  1974,  Detroit  requested 
a  hearing  cm  the  order  to  show  cause.  A 
prehearing  conference  was  held  in  this 
matter  on  October  9,  1974,  in  Detroit, 
Michigan,  and  a  hearing  was  held  on  No¬ 
vember  12,  1974,  in  Washington,  D.C., 
Administrative  Law  Judge  Lewis  F. 
ParicN',  presiding.  On  March  3,  1975, 
Judge  Parker  filed,  pursuant  to  21  CFR 
1316.65  his  report  containing  recom- 
mmded  findings  of  fact,  conclusions  of 
law  and  a  recommended  decision,  and 
certified  to  the  Administrator  the  rec¬ 
ord  of  the  proceedings  including  the 
transcripts  of  the  hearings  and  prehear¬ 
ing  conference,  the  exhibits  admitted 
Into  evidence,  and  the  proposed  findings 
of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  filed  by 
both  the  Oovemment  and  the  respondent 
and  their  respective  briefs  in  reply 
thereto.  The  Administrator  has  reviewed 
Uie  entire  record  and.  pursuant  to  21 
CFR  1316.66,  hereby  publishes  his  final 
order  in  this  proceeding  based  upcxi  the 
findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law 
set  forth  below. 

Sectimis  303  (b)  and  (e)  of  the  Con¬ 
trolled  Substances  Act  (21  U.S.C.  823  (b) 
and  (e) )  require  that  an  applicant  shall 
be  registered  to  distribute  contrcdled 
substances  in  schedules  I  or  n,  and 
schedules  m,  IV  and  V,  respectively,  im- 
less  such  reedstration  would  be  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  interest.  First 
among  the  factors  to  be  considered  in 
determining  v^ether  such  registration  is 
in  the  public  interest  is  the  maintenance 
of  effective  controls  against  diversion. 
Section  307  (21  VS.C.  827)  and  section 
308  (21  UH.C.  828)  of  the  Controlled 
Substances  Act  set  forth,  respectively,  the 
records  which  must  be  maintained  by 
registrants  and  the  requirement  for  the 
use  of  order  forms  for  all  transfers  <d 


schedule  I  and  n  substiuices.  Parts  1304 
and  1305  of  Title  21.  Code  at  Federal 
Regulations,  are  administrative  regula¬ 
tions  promulgated  pursuant  to  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  sections  of  the  Controlled 
Substances  Act. 

The  Oovemment  has  alleged,  and,  in 
the  course  of  these  proceedings,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  or  registrant  has  admitted,  that 
Detroit  failed  to  maintain  records  of  its 
controlled  sidsstances  transactions  as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Contndled  Substances  Act 
and  by  Title  21,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  Part  1304  et  seq.  The  Administra¬ 
tor  finds,  as  did  Judge  Parker  that  “De¬ 
troit  has  not  •  •  *  kept  the  records  re¬ 
quired  by  DEIA  regulations  to  evidence 
^e  transfer  of  controlled  sifbstances 
fr<»n  Detroit  to  Serling  [Drug  Ckxn- 
panyl.” 

The  Administrator  fiirther  finds  that 
since  both  Detroit  and  Serling  Drug 
Company  shared  the  same  building,  con¬ 
trolled  substances  handling  areas  and 
personnel,  and  since  Mr.  Leon  Serling 
is  a  responsible  officer  of  both  companies, 
that  any  inadequacies  in  Serling’s  phsrsi- 
cal  security  and  operating  procedures  are 
properly  attribut^le  to  Detroit  and  that 
where  the  former  had  notice  of  these 
shortcomings,  this  was  notice  to  the 
latter. 

Detroit’s  failure  to  maintain  adequate 
controls,  particularly  in  its  transfers  of 
schedule  n  substances  other  than  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  written  order,  is  in  Itself  suffi¬ 
cient  reason  to  deny  its  application  imder 
the  circumstances  in  this  matter.  How¬ 
ever,  there  is  another  compelling  reason 
why  this  registration  should  not  be  re¬ 
newed.  The  Administrator  has  in  this 
very  order  denied  the  application  of 
Serling  Drug  Company  for  registration 
as  a  distributor.  The  record  in  this  mat¬ 
ter  leaves  no  doubt  but  that  Detroit  is 
merely  a  pseudonym  for  Serling — a  paper 
entity  through  which  Serling  ordered 
pharmaceuticals  for  various  economic 
and  business  reasons.  Mr.  Leon  Serling, 
Detroit’s  Secretary-Treasurer  and  sole 
shareholder,  stated  that,  upon  arrival  at 
the  companies’  joint  facility,  pharma¬ 
ceuticals  lost  their  identity  as  Detroit’s 
and  were  placed  immediately  into  Serling 
Drug  Company’s  inventory  and  that,  in 
effect,  Serling  paid  for  all  merchandise 
ordered  by  Detroit. 

Therefore,  since  the  Administrator  has 
held  that  permitting  Serling' Drug  Com¬ 
pany  to  continue  to  distribute  controlled 
substances  would  not  be  in  the  public 
interest,  it  would  be  inconsistent  and 
likewise  contrary  to  the  public  interest 
to  permit  Serling  to  do  vicariously 
through  Detroit  what  it  may  not  do  of 
its  own. 

For  these  reasons,  Detroit  Prescription 
Wholesaler’s  application  is  denied.  How¬ 
ever,  for  the  same  reasons  as  articulated 
in  the  Serling  matter,  above,  the  Drug 
Enforcement  Administration  will  con¬ 
sider  a  new  Explication  after  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  one  year. 

Therefore,  under  the  authority  vested 
in  the  Attorney  General  by  section  303 
of  the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse  Pre¬ 
vention  and  Control  Act  of  1970  (21 
U.S.C.  823) ,  and  redelegated  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 


Administration,  by  S  0.100,  as  amended. 
Title  28,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
the  Administrator  orders  that  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  Serling  Drug  Company  for  a 
Certificate  of  Registration  under  DEA 
Registration  Number  PS  0032932  and 
that  of  Detroit  Prescription  Wholesaler. 
Inc.,  under  DEA  Registration  Number 
PD  0033011  be  denied.  This  order  shall 
be  effective  on  or  before  April  14,  1975, 
and  during  this  period,  Serling  Drug 
Company  and  Detroit  Prescription 
Wholesaler,  Inc.,  shall  be  permitted  to 
dispose  of  all  controlled  substances  in 
their  possession  in  a  lawful  and  regu¬ 
lar  manner. 

Dated:  March  11.  1975. 

John  R.  Bartels,  Jr., 
Administrator, 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-6893  Filed  3-13-75;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bonneville  Power  Administration 

DRAFT  FACILITY  LOCATION 
SUPPLEMENT 

Public  Meeting 

Notice  of  a  public  Information  meet¬ 
ing  is  hereby  given  by  the  Bonneville 
Power  Administration  to  solicit  public 
comments  on  the  Draft  Facility  Location 
Supplement  to  BPA’s  Fiscal  Year  1976 
Program  Environmental  Statement  cov¬ 
ering  Satsop  Integrating  Transmission. 

The  Satsop  Integration  Transmission 
Supplement  describes  the  environmental 
impact  of  constructing  a  proposed  new 
substaticxi  near  Satsop,  Washington, 
24  miles  west  of  Olympia,  Washington; 
and  the  proposed  construction  of  two 
500-kV  transmission  lines,  one  from  Sat¬ 
sop  to  Paul  Substation,  approximately  20 
miles  south  of  Olympia,  and  one  from 
Satsop  to  Olympia  Substation. 

The  purpose  of  this  public  information 
meeting  is  to  present  to  the  public,  alter¬ 
native  locations  relative  to  the  proposed 
facilities  for  Satsop  Integration  Trans¬ 
mission.  and  to  solicit  comments  from  the 
public  with  respect  to  the  environmental 
impact  of  the  proposals. 

A  notice  of  availability  of  the  Draft 
Facility  Location  Supplement  for  Satsop 
Integration  Transmission  appeared  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  March  7,  1975. 
Copies  of  the  Draft  Facility  Location 
Supplement  describing  the  proposal  are 
available  for  inspection  in  the  library  of 
the  Headquarters  Office  of  BPA,  1002  NE 
HoUaday  Street.  Portland,  Oregon  97232; 
the  BPA  Washington,  D.C.  Office  in  the 
Interior  Building,  Room  5600;  and  at 
the  Seattle  Area  Office,  415  First  Avenue 
N.,  Room  250,  Seattle,  Wsushington  98109. 

A  limited  number  of  copies  are  also 
available  and  may  be  obtained  by  writing 
to  the  Environmental  Office,  Bonneville 
Power  Administration,  P.O.  Box  3621, 
Portland,  Oregon  97208  or  to  the  Seattle 
Area  Manager  at  the  above  address. 

The  meeting  covering  Satsop  Integrat¬ 
ing  Transmission  will  be  held  on  Wednes¬ 
day.  April  16,  1975,  7:30  p.m.,  at  Ever¬ 
green  State  College  (Lecture  Hall  No.  5) , 
in  Olympia,  Washington.  Those  not  able 
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to  attend  may  submit  comments  by  writ¬ 
ing  to  tbe  Environmental  Office,  Bonne¬ 
ville  Power  Administration.  Portland,  at 
the  address  above.  All  written  comments 
must  be  received  by  April  24,  1975,  in 
order  to  be  considered  for  inclusion  In  the 
final  supplement 

Dated:  March  10, 1975. 

William  H.  Clagett. 

Assistant  Administrator. 

|FR  Doe.75-««07  PUed  S-18-76;8:48  wn] 


Geological  Survey 
GUUF  OF  MEXICO  AREA 

Intention  To  Develop  an  OCS  Order  Con- 
coming  Hydrogen  SuMde  in  Producing 
Operafions 

The  Geological  Survey  Intends  to  de-  ' 
velop  an  OCS  Order  concerning  hydro¬ 
gen  sulfide  (H:JS)  in  oil  and  gas  well 
producing  operations.  Gulf  of  Mexico 
Area.  Interested  persons  may  submit 
wrlttMi  comments  and  suggestkms  con¬ 
cerning  the  content  of  this  proposed  Or¬ 
der  to  the  Chief,  Ckmservatlon  Division. 
n.S.  Geological  Survey,  National  Center, 
Mail  Stop  «00.  12201  Sunrise  VaDey 
Drive,  Reston,  Virginia  22092,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  May  1, 1975. 

W.  A.  Radlinski, 
Acting  Director. 
(FR  DOC.75-S738  FUed  3-13-75:8:45  am] 


NEW  MEXICO 

Known  Geothermal  Resources  Area 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  In  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  section  21(a) 
of  tbe  Geothermal  Steam  Act  of  1970 
(84  Stat.  1566, 1572;  30  UB.C.  1020).  and 
delegations  of  authority  in  220  Depart¬ 
mental  Manual  4.1  H,  Oeidogical  Survey 
Manual  220.2.3,  and  Conservation  Divi¬ 
sion  Supplement  (Geological  Survey 
Manual)  220.2.1  G.  tbe  following  de¬ 
scribed  lands  are  hereby  added  to  the 
Kilboume  Hole  known  geothermal  re¬ 
sources  area,  effective  Feb.  1, 1974 : 

(31)  New  Mexico 

KILBOmNE  HOLE  KNOWN  OEOTHERMAL 

BEBOUBCia  ABBA 

tieiD  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New  Mexico 
T.  27  8.,  R.  1  W.. 

Secs.  8, 17.  and  21. 

The  area  described  aggregates  1,920 
acres,  more  or  less. 

Dated;  Marchs,  1975. 

George  H.  Horn. 

Conservation  Manager, 
Centred  Region. 

|PR  000.76-8728  Piled  3-13-75:8:45  am] 


FLY  RANCH,  NEVADA 
Known  Geothermal  Resources  Area 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Intericn*  by  section  21 
(a)  of  the  Geothermal  Steam  Act  eA.  1970 
(84  Stat.  1500, 1572,  SO  VB.C.  1020),  and 
delegations  of  authority  In  220  D^iart- 


mental  Manual  4.1  H,  Geological  Survey 
Manual  220.2.3.  and  Oonservatkm  Divi- 
rion  Supplement  (Geological  Survey 
Manual)  220.2.1  G,  the  f<dlowlng  de¬ 
scribed  lands  are  hereby  defined  as  an 
addition  to  the  F7y  Ranch  Ehown  Geo¬ 
thermal  Resources-  Area,  effective 
March  1. 1974; 

(28)  Nevada 

rLT  ranch  known  oeotrebmai  besoxjbces 

ABBA  MT.  DIABLO  MERIDIAN,  NEVADA 
T.  33  N..  R.  23  S. 

Sec.  1 :  Lots  1  through  4.  S^NVi.  8^; 

See.  2:  Lots  1  through  4.  8HNH.  SV4; 

See.  11:  Lots  1  through  8.  NW^,  B%; 

See.  12;  Lota  1  through  10,  NE^. 

T.  84  M.,  R.  23  K. 

See.  »:  All; 

Sec.  10:  liOta  1  through  12,  WV^; 

See.  16:  Lots  1  through  12. 

Sec.  18:  All; 

Sec.  22:  Lot  4; 

Bee.  26:  All; 

See.  28:  All; 

Bee.  27:  Lots  1  through  4; 

See.  84:  Lot  1; 

See.  36:  AU; 

SecL  88:  AU; 

T.  34  N..  R.  24  ■. 

Sec.  8:  Lots  1  through  7.  8>^NE)4,  8E)4 
NE148W)4.  SE%: 

Sec.  7;  Lots  1  and  2.  NS%,  E^NW44.  B%'. 
See.  8:  AU; 

Sec.  18:  AU; 

Sec.  17;  AU; 

Sec.  18:  All: 

See.  10:  AU; 

Sec.  20:  AU; 

Sec.  21:  AU; 

See.  20:  AU; 

Sec.  80:  Lots  3  and  4,  NV4.  B>ASW)4,  SE]4; 
Sec.  31 :  Lots  1  through  4. 

Containing  15,537.38  acres,  more  or 
less. 

Dated:  February  20, 1975. 

Hillary  A.  Oden, 
Acting  Conservation  Manager, 
Western  Region. 
|PR  Doc.'Ji-VJVl  PUed  8-13-75:8:46  am] 


National  Park  Service 

GOLDEN  GATE  NATIONAL  RECREATION 

AREA  CITIZENS’  ADVISORY  COMMIS¬ 
SION 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  glvra  In  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
that  a  meeting  of  the  Gold«i  Gate  Na¬ 
tional  Recreation  Area  Advisory  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  held  at  7:30  pjn.  on  Tues¬ 
day.  April  8.  at  the  Fort  Mason  Officers’ 
CI^,  Fort  Mason,  San  Francisco,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

The  purpose  of  the  Golden  Gate  Na¬ 
tional  RecreaUon  Area  Advisory  Com¬ 
mission  is  to  provide  for  tide  free  ex¬ 
change  of  ideas  between  the  Naticmal 
Park  Service  and  the  public  and  to  facil¬ 
itate  tbe  solicitation  of  advice  or  other 
counsel  from  members  of  tbe  public  on 
problems  and  programs  pertinent  to  the 
National  Park  system  in  Marin  and  San 
Francisco  counties. 

Members  of  the  Advisory  Commission 
are  as  foUows: 

Mr.  prank  Boerger,  Chalnnan. 

Mrs.  Army  Meyer,  Secretary. 


Mr.  Krncet  C.  Ayala. 

Mr.  Richard  Bartke. 

Mr.  Pted  Biumberg. 

Mr.  Joseph  Oaverly. 

Mr.  Lambert  Lm  Choy. 

B4ib.  Daphne  Oreene. 

Mr.  Peter  Haas,  Sr. 

Mr.  Joseph  Mendoea. 

Mrs.  JObn  MltchMl. 

Mr.  Merrttt  Robinson. 

Mr.  WUUam  IhomaK 

Mr.  Owe  Waablngton. 

Dr.  Edgar  Wayburn. 

The  major  Iton  on  tbe  agenda  will 
be  selection  of  pcu’ttclpante  for  Interim 
use  of  space  at  Fort  Maacm. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  piibllc. 
Any  member  of  the  public  may  file  with 
the  Commission  a  written  statement  con¬ 
cerning  the  matters  to  be  discussed. 

Persons  wishing  further  informatl(Xi 
concerning  this  meeting  or  who  wish  to 
sulunit  written  statements  may  contact 
William  J.  Whalen,  General  Superin¬ 
tendent,  Golden  Gate/Point  Reyes,  Fort 
Mason,  San  Francisco.  California  94123, 
telephone  415-556-2920. 

Minutes  of  toe  meetliig  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  puhUc  inspection  by  April  25. 
1975,  in  the  Oflke  of  the  General  Super¬ 
intendent,  Golden  Gate  National  Rec¬ 
reation  Area,  Fort  Mason,  San  Francisco. 

Dated:  March  5. 1975. 

Rat  C.  Foust, 

Acting  Superintendent, 
South  Unit. 

{PR  Doc.76-8778  PUsd  8-13-76:8:46  am] 


OZARK  NATIONAL  SCENIC  RIVERWAYS 
ADVISORY  COMMISSION 

Meeting 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Pub.  L.  92-463  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Ozark  Natkmal  Scenic  Riverways  Advi¬ 
sory  Commission  will  be  held  on  Friday, 
April  11,  1975  at  10:00  am.,  at  the 
Welch  Spring  Education  Center,  one- 
quarter  mile  off  State  Route  K.  20  miles 
southwest  of  Salem  in  Shanmm  County, 
Missouri. 

The  Commission  was  established  by 
Pub.  L.  88-492  to  meet  and  consult  with 
the  Secretary  of  tbe  Interior  on  general 
policies  and  specific  matters  related  to 
the  administration  and  devdopanent  of 
the  Ozark  Naticmal  Scenic  Riverways. 

The  members  of  the  CTcnnmission  are  as 
follows: 

Mr.  WUlIsm  C.  Sebock.  St.  Louis,  Missouri, 

Mr.  Kirby  Hsrt,  Houston.  Missouri. 

Mr.  RobBrt  O.  KsUay.  Ellsinore.  Missouri. 

Mr.  Carlton  E.  Bay.  Salem,  Missouri. 

Mr.  Edward  Hodge,  Bmlnenee,  Mlaeourl. 

The  purpose  of  toe  meeting  is  to  con¬ 
sider  toe  following  agenda  items: 

1.  Progress  report  covering  current 
problems  and  major  activities. 

2.  Status  of  toe  draft  master  plan  and 
^vironmental  impact  statemrat  will  be 
reviewed. 

3.  Review  preliminary  Owl’s  Bend  de¬ 
velopment  plan. 

4.  Progress  report  on  research  pro¬ 
grams: 

The  meeting  win  be  open  to  toe  pub¬ 
lic.  However,  facilities  and  space  of  ac¬ 
commodating  members  of  the  public  are 
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limited  and  It  is  expected  that  not  more 
than  IS  perscms  will  be  able  to  attend 
the  sessicm.  Any  member  oi  the  public 
may  file  with  the  Committee  a  written 
statement  ccmceming  the  matters  to  be 
discussed. 

Perscms  wishing  further  information 
concerning  this  meeting,  or  who  wish  to 
submit  writtoi  statements,  may  contact 
Randall  R.  Pope,  Superintendent,  Ozark 
National  Scenic  Riverways  at  (314)  323- 
4236.  Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  four  weeks  after  the  meeting 
at  the  office  of  Ozarks  National  Scenic 
Riverwasrs,  Van  Bur^,  Missouri  63965. 

Dated:  March  6, 1975. 

MEKRn.L  D.  Beal, 
Regional  Director. 

Midwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.75-6779  Filed  3-lS-75;8:45  am] 


[INT  FES  76-36] 

Office  of  the  Secretaiy 

WILDERNESS  RECOMMENDATION  MOUNT 

RAINIER  NATIONAL  PARK,  WASHING¬ 
TON 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  secticm  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
Naticmal  Envircmmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  D^iartmoit  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  a  final  mvironmental  state- 
mmt  for  the  wilderness  recommenda- 
ticm,  Moimt  Rainier  National  Park, 
Washingtcm. 

The  statement  considers  the  recom- 
mendaticm  for  Including  210,700  acres  of 
Moimt  Rainier  National  Park  in  the  Na¬ 
ticmal  Wilderness  Preservation  System. 

Coi^es  of  the  statement  are  available 
from  or  for  inspection  at  the  following 
kxiations: 

Pacific  Northwest  Region 
National  Park  Service 
Fourth  and  Pike  Building 
Seattle,  Washington  98101  '  • 

Portland  Field  Office 
National  Park  Service 
930  Northeast  Seventh  Avenue 
Portland,  Oregon  97232 
Mount  Rainier  National  Park 
Longmlre,  Washington  98397 

Dated:  March  3, 1975. 

Stanley  D.  Doremus, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

I FR  Doc.76-6781  Piled  3-13-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[Marketing  Agreement  146] 
PEANUTS;  1974  CROP 

Outgoing  Quality  Regulation;  Amendment 

Pursuant  to  the  provisicms  of  sections 
32  and  34  of  the  marketing  agreement 
regulating  the  quality  of  domestically 
prcxluced  peanuts  heretofore  entered  into 
between  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and 
various  handlers  of  peanuts  (30  FR  9402) 
and  upon  reccmimendatlon  of  the  Peanut 


Administrative  Committee  established 
pursuant  to  such  agreement  and  other 
information,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
amendments  hereinafter  set  forth  to  the 
Outgoing  Quality  Regulations  applicable 
to  1974  Crop  Peanuts  (39  FR  22170,  39 
FR  30526  and  39  FR  35583)  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  objectives  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Mai^eting  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended,  and  of  such  agreement. 

Amendment  of  paragraph  (g)  (2)  of 
the  Outgoing  Quality  Regulation  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  provide  that  handlers  may  have 
larger  siz^  lots  of  kwse  shelled  kernels, 
fall  through  and  pickouts  inspected  at 
one  time.  This  proposal  would  change  the 
lot  size  limitation  from  100,000  pounds 
to  120,000  poimds  except  on  bulk  lots 
shipped  in  one  conveying  vehicle  which 
would  be  permitted  to  go  up  to  200,000 
pounds. 

Therefore,  paragraph  (g)  (2)  of  the 
Outgoing  Quality  Regulation  (39  FR 
22170,  39  FR  30526  and  39  FR  35583) 
is  amended  by  deleting  the  last  sentence 
and  replaced  by  the  following: 

Such  peanuts  shall  be  inspected  by  Fed¬ 
eral  or  Federal-State  Inspectors  and  a  certi¬ 
fication  made  on  each  lot  as  to  molstme 
and  foreign  material  content.  Such  lot  size 
shall  not  exceed  120,000  pounds  except  bulk 
lots  shipped  In  one  conveying  vehicle  where 
the  weight  limitation  shall  not  exceed 
200,000  pounds. 

Amendment  of  paragraph  (g)  (3)  of 
the  Outgoing  Quality  Regulation  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  change  the  fragmentation  re¬ 
quirements  on  non-edible  quality  pea¬ 
nuts  destined  for  export.  The  proposed 
change  would  not  eliminate  the  frag¬ 
mentation  requirement  but  would  relax 
it.  The  relaxation  is  intended  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  caking  or  packing  of  the  re¬ 
sultant  fragmented  peanuts  during  the 
shipping  process. 

Therefore,  paragraph  (g)  (3)  of  the 
Outgoing  Quality  Regulation  (39  FR 
22170,  39  FR  30526  and  39  FR  35583) 
is  amended  by  deleting  the  third  sen¬ 
tence  and  replaced  by  the  following: 

The  term  “fragmented”  means  to  fragment 
the  Celled  peanuts  so  that  not  more  than 
20  percent  ai  the  kernels  that  remain  as 
whole  kernels  will  ride  the  following  screens 
by  type:  Spanish  x  \  inch  slot:  Run¬ 
ner  z  %  Inch  slot;  and  Virginia 
x  1  inch  slot. 

The  Peanut  Administrative  (Committee 
has  recommended  that  these  amend¬ 
ments  be  Issued  as  soon  as  possible  so 
as  to  implement  and  effectuate  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  marketing  agreement 
dealing  with  the  Outgoing  Quality  Regu¬ 
lations.  Marketing  of  the  1974  peanut 
crop  is  well  underway  and  such  regula¬ 
tions  for  actual  operations  imder  the 
agreement  should  therefore  be  modified 
and  made  effective  as  soon  as  possible, 
i.e.,  on  the  effective  date  specified  herein. 
Handlers  of  peanuts  who  will  be  af¬ 
fected  by  such  amendments  have  signed 
the  marketing  agreement  authorizing 
the  Issuance  of  such  regulations,  they 
are  represented  on  the  Committee  which 
recommended  such  amendments  and 
time  does  not  permit  prior  notice  of  the 
proposed  amendments  of  such  handlers. 


ITie  foregoing  amendments  of  the 
Outgoing  Quality  Regulations  are  hereby 
approved. 

Dated:  March  10, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director. 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 
[FR  Doc.75-6762  Filed  3-13-76;8:46  am] 


Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service 

NATIONAL  PEANUT  ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE  / 

Emergency  Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  an  emergency  meeting 
of  the  National  Peanut  Advisory  C(»n- 
mittee  at  9  a.m.  on  March  20,  1975  in 
Room  218-A,  Administration  Building, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  Is  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  Secretary  with  the  advice  and 
counsel  of  the  industry  <xi  the  emer¬ 
gency  surplus  problems  associated  with 
Uie  present  peanut  program,  owing  par¬ 
tially  to  the  unusual  yield  and  surplus 
production  situation  resulting  from  the 
1974  crop. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Any  member  of  the  public  may  file  a 
written  statement  with  the  committee, 
before  or  within  one  week  following  the 
meeting. 

The  names  of  the  members  of  the 
committee,  agenda,  summary  of  the 
meeting  and  other  information  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  meeting  may  be  obtained 
from  William  Lanier,  Director,  Tobacco 
&  Peanut  Division,  Room  6741-S,  ASCS, 
U.S.  D^>artment  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20250. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
12,  1975. 

William  Lanier, 
Executive  Secretary.  Rational 
Peanut  Advisory  Committee. 
[FR  Doc.  76-6936  Fllod  8-13-76;  10:18  am] 


Farmers  Home  Administration 
[Notice  of  Designation  Number  A166] 

NEW  MEXICO 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has 
found  that  a  general  need  for  agricul¬ 
tural  credit  exists  in  the  following  coun¬ 
ties  In  New  Mexico  as  a  result  of  the 
following  natural  disasters: 

De  Baca: 

Drought  September  1,  1973,  to  Aiigust  26. 
1974. 

Excessive  rainfall  August  26  to  Novem¬ 
ber  16, 1974. 

Fires  caused  by  lightning  AprQ  15  to  Au¬ 
gust  25,  1974. 

Eddy: 

Drought  October  1,  1973,  through  Au¬ 
gust  20,  1974. 

Excessive  rainfall  August  21  through  De¬ 
cember  31,  1974. 

Sandoval: 

Drought  January  1  to  August  16,  1974. 

Freeze  April  8, 1974. 
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San  Miguel: 

Drou^t  January  1  to  December  1,  1974. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  these  areas  as  eligible  for  Emer¬ 
gency  loans,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  De¬ 
velopment  Act,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
93-237,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR 
1832.3(b)  including  the  recommendation 
of  Qovemor  Jerry  Apodaca  that  such 
designation  be  made. 

Applications  for  Elmergency  loans 
must  be  received  by  this  Department  no 
later  than  May  5,  1975,  for  physical 
losses  and  December  8, 1975,  for  produc¬ 
tion  losses,  except  that  qualified  bcn:- 
rowers  who  receive  initial  loans  pursuant 
to  this  designation  may  be  eligible  for 
subsequent  loans.  The  urgency  of  the 
need  for  loans  in  the  designated  areas 
makes  it  impracticable  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest  to  give  advance  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  and  invite  pub¬ 
lic  participation. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th 
day  of  March  1975. 

Frank  B.  Eluott, 
Administrator. 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.76-680e  FUed  3-13-76:8:45  am] 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 

CENTRAL  LOUISIANA  TELEPHONE 
COMPANY.  INC. 

Proposed  Loan  Guarantee 

Under  the  authority  of  Pub.  L.  93-32 
(87  Stat.  65)  and  in  conformance  with 
applicable  agency  policies  and  proce¬ 
dures  as  set  forth  in  REA  Bulletin  320- 
22,  “Ouarantee  of  Loans  for  Telephone 
Faculties,"  dated  February  4.  1975,  pub¬ 
lished  in  proposed  form  in  the  Federal 
Register,  September  16,  1974,  (VoL  39 
No.  180,  39  FR  33228-33229)  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Administrator  of 
REA  will  consider  providing  a  guaran¬ 
tee  sui^rted  by  the  full  faith  and  credit 
of  the  United  States  of  America  for  a 
loan  in  the  approximate  amoimt  of 
$6,225,000  to  Central  Louisiana  Tele¬ 
phone  Company,  Inc.,  Jena,  Louisiana. 
The  loan  funds  will  be  used  to  finance 
the  construction  of  facilities  to  extend 
telephone  service  to  new  subscribers,  and 
improve  telephone  service  for  existing 
subscribers. 

Legally  organized  lending  agencies 
capable  of  making,  holding  and  servicing 
ttie  loan  proposed  to  be  guaranteed  may 
obtain  Information  and  details  of  the 
proposed  project  from  Mr.  James  F. 
MUes,  Vice  President,  Central  Louisiana 
Telephone  Company,  me.,  P.O.  Box  5246, 
Bakersfield,  Oallfomla  93308. 

To  assure  consideration,  proposals 
must  be  sutoiltted  (within  30  days  of  the 
date  of  this  notice)  to  Mr.  James  F. 
MUes,  Vice  President.  The  right  is  re¬ 
served  to  give  such  consideration  and 
make  such  evaluation  or  otho:  disposi¬ 
tion  of  aU  proposals  received,  as  Central 
Louisiana  Telephone  Company  a-nri  rea 
deem  ^proprlate.  Prospective  lenders 
are  advised  that  It  Is  anticipated  that 


financing  for  this  project  wUl  be  avaU- 
able  from  the  Federal  Financing  Bank 
imder  a  standing  loan  ccunmltment 
agreement  with  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

Copies  of  REA  BuUetin  320-22  are 
available  from  the  Director,  Information 
Services  Division,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th 
day  of  March  1975. 

David  A.  Hormil, 
Administrator,  Rural 
Electrification  Administration. 

(FR  DOC.7&-6810  FUed  3-13-75;8:46  am] 


KENTUCKY  TELEPHONE  CO., 
LONDON,  KENTUCKY 

Proposed  Loan  Guarantee 

Under  the  authority  of  Pub.  L.  93-32 
(87  Stat.  65)  and  in  conformance  with 
appUcable  agency  poUcies  and  proce¬ 
dures  as  set  forth  in  REA  BiUletin  320-22, 
“Ouarantee  of  Loans  for  Telephone  Fa- 
cilihes,”  dated  February  4,  1975,  pub¬ 
lished  in  proposed  form  in  the  Federal 
Register,  September  16,  1974,  (Vol.  39 
No.  180,  39  FR  33228-33229)  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Administrator  of 
REA  wUl  consider  providing  a  guarantee 
supported  by  the  fuU  faith  and  credit 
of  the  United  States  of  America  for  a 
loan  in  the  approximate  amoimt  of 
$5,000,000  to  Kentucky  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany.  Londem,  Kentucky.  The  loan  funds 
wUl  used  to  finance  the  constructiem 
of  faculties  to  extend  telephone  service 
to  new  subscribers,  and  improve  tele¬ 
phone  service  for  existing  subscribers. 

LegaUy  organized  lending  agencies 
capable  of  making,  holding  and  servicing 
the  loan  proposed  to  be  guaranteed  may 
obtain  information  and  details  of  the 
proposed  project  from  Mr.  W.  W. 
Thomason,  President,  Kentucky  Tele¬ 
phone  Company.  719  N.  Main  Street, 
London,  Kentucky  40471. 

To  assure  consideration,  proposals 
must  be  sulxnitted  (within  30  days  of 
the  time  of  this  notice)  to  Mr.  W.  W. 
Thomason.  The  right  is  reserved  to  give 
such  consideration  and  make  such  eval¬ 
uation  or  other  disposlticm  of  all  pro¬ 
posals  received,  as  the  E:entucky  Tele¬ 
phone  Company  and  REA  deem 
appropriate.  Prospective  lenders  are  ad¬ 
vised  that  financing  for  this  project  is 
avallaUe  from  the  Federal  Financing 
Bank  under  a  standing  loan  commitment 
agreement  with  the  Rural  Electrifica¬ 
tion  Administration. 

Copies  of  REA  BuUetin  320-22  are 
available  from  the  Director,  Infonnatlim 
Services  Division,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  UE.  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture,  Washington.  D.C.  20250. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7  day 
of  March  1975. 

David  H.  Askegaard, 
Administrator,  Rural 
Electrification  Administration. 

[FR  DOC.70-S800  FUed  8-18-76:8:45  am] 


OGLETHORPE  ELECTRIC  MEMBERSHIP 
CORP. 

Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  Intends  to 
prepare  a  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  in  accordance  with  section 
102(2)  (C)  of  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969  in  connection  with 
a  loan  guarantee  for  Oglethorpe  Electiic 
Membership  Corporation,  148  Cain 
Street,  Suite  845,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30303, 
which  wUl  provide  for  participation  by 
Oglethorpe  Electric  Membership  Corpo¬ 
ration  with  Georgia  Power  Company  in 
Joint  financing  and  ownership  of  certain 
new  generation  facilities  and  related 
transmission  facilities. 

The  proposed  generating  facilities, 
known  as  Plant  Hal  Wansley  Units  No.  1 
and  2,  consist  of  two  coal  fired  units  of 
approximately  865  MW  each,  located  in 
west  central  Georgia  at  a  new  site  and 
now  under  construction  by  Georgia 
Power  Company  in  Heard  and  CarroU 
Counties  approximately  47  mUes  south¬ 
west  of  Atlanta,  Georgia. 

Transmission  facilities  for  the  move¬ 
ment  of  bulk  power  from  Plant  Wansley 
into  Georgia  Power  Company’s  existing 
transmission  S3rstem  are  being  provided. 
The  foUowlng  transmission  facilities  are 
under  construction  by  Georgia  Power 
Company  or  are  being  designed  for  con¬ 
struction  in  the  immediate  future: 

1.  A  500  kV  transmission  line,  approxi¬ 
mately  24  miles  in  total  length  from  Plant 
Wansley  in  a  northerly  direction  to  the 
existing  Villa  Rica  500/230  kV  substation 
in  Douglas  County,  Georgia.  This  line  is 
under  construction. 

2.  A  500  kV  transmission  line  approxi¬ 
mately  60  miles  in  total  length  from 
Plant  Wansley  in  a  southerly  direction  to 
the  existing  Fortson  500/230/115  kV  sub¬ 
station  in  Harris  County,  cieorgia.  This 
line  is  under  construction. 

3.  A  500  kV  transmission  line  approxi¬ 
mately  49  miles  in  total  length  from 
Plant  Wansley  to  a  proposed  O’Hara 
500  kV  substation  to  be  located  in  Cls^> 
ton  CounWf  Georgia.  This  line  is  being 
designed  for  1977  completion.  ’Transmis¬ 
sion  facilities  for  supplying  starting  sta¬ 
tion  service  for  Plant  Wansley  from  the 
Georgia  Power  Company’s  existing 
transmission  system  are  also  being  pro¬ 
vided  but  are  not  a  part  of  the  j(^t 
venture.  The  following  such  transmission 
facilities  have  been  constructed  or  will 
be  designed  and  constructed  In  the  Im¬ 
mediate  future: 

1.  A  115  kV  transmission  line  approxi¬ 
mately  4  miles  In  total  length  connecting 
Plant  Yates,  a  generating  station  at  the 
Georgia  Power  Company,  to  ITant  Wans¬ 
ley  station  service  substation.  ’Ihls  line 
has  been  constructed. 

2.  A  115  kV  transmission  line  i^proxl- 
mately  8  miles  in  total  length  to  connect 
from  Plant  Yates  to  Plant  Wansley  to 
provide  a  second  source  ot  start-up 
power  for  Plant  Wansley.  This  line  has 
not  been  designed  or  constructed. 

Additional  Informatlim  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  at  Oglethorpe’s  oflice  during  regu¬ 
lar  business  hours. 
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mtensted  parties  are  InvHed  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  uiileli  may  be  bdpful  In 
preparing  ttM  Draft  Envlnmmental  Im¬ 
pact  Statonent. 

Comments  should  be  forwarded  to  the 
Assistant  Administrator — ^Electric.  Rural 
Electrlflcatton  Administration.  UJEL  De¬ 
partment  ot  Agriculture,  Washington. 
D.C.  20250.  with  a  copy  to  Oglethorpe 
Electric  Membership  Corporation  whose 
address  Is  given. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  7th 
day  of  March  1275. 

DAvn>  H.  Askxgaaro. 

Actitiff  AdTninistrator.  Rural 
Electrification  Administration. 

(FB  Doe.75-«811  FUed  S-lS-75;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 
(FAP  SB3074] 

E.  L  DUPONT  DE  NEMOURS  &  CO. 

Filing  of  Petition  for  Food  Additive 

Pursuant  to  provlsiom  of  the  Federal 
Pood.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat  1786;  21  UJ3.C.  348(b) 
(5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (PAP 
5B3074)  has  been  filed  by  E.  I.  duPont  de 
Nemours  h  CTo.,  Wllminslon,  19898, 
proposing  that  1  121.2625  Acrylonitrile/ 
styrene  copolymer  modified  voith  butadi¬ 
ene/styrene  elastomer  (21 CPR  121.2625) 
be  amended  to;  (1)  Expand  the  permit¬ 
ted  use  of  the  cop<rfymer,  currently  re¬ 
stricted  to  use  with  nonalcoholic  bever¬ 
ages,  to  use  as  an  article  or  a  ccxnponent 
of  articles  Intended  to  contact  all  foods 
exc^  those  containing  more  than  8  per¬ 
cent  ale(4ihl.  Including  use  as  a  beer  bot¬ 
tle;  (2)  expand  the  permitted  composi- 
tlcm  range  of  the  acrylonitrile,  butadiene, 
and  styrene  components  of  the  copoly¬ 
mer. 

It  has  been  determined  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  uses,  other  than  as  bottles  Intended 
to  hold  beer,  will  not  have  a  significant 
environmental  Impact.  An  environmental 
Impact  analysis  report  (EIAR)  on  the 
use  of  this  poljm&er  in  the  fabrication  of 
plastic  bottles  Intended  for  carbonated 
beverage  and  beer  use  was  filed  with  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  a  notice  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  l^ptember  7.  1973  (38 
FR  24391).  This  notice  announced  the 
requirement  of  submission  of  EIARs  for 
substances  used  or  intended  for  use  in  the 
fabrication  plastic  bottles  for  carbon¬ 
ated  beverage  and  beer  use.  The  EIAR 
for  this  petition  and  others  submitted  in 
response  to  this  notice  are  being  reviewed 
for  issuance  of  a  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement.  The  envlronm^ital 
impact  analysis  report  may  be  seen  in 
the  office  of  the  Assistant  Commissioner 
for  PuUic  Affairs,  Rm.  15B-42  or  the  of¬ 
fice  of  Uie  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers 


Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852,  during  work¬ 
ing  boon,  Monday  thrmigh  Friday. 

Dated:  March  6.  1975. 

Howard  R.  Roberts, 

Acting  Director, 
Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FB  Doc.75-8734  Filed  3-13-75:8:45  amj 

National  Institutes  of  Health 

BIOMEDICAL  LIBRARY  REVIEW 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Bio¬ 
medical  Library  Review  Committee,  Na- 
ticxial  Library  of  Medicine,  on  May  6-8, 
1975,  from  9  am.  to  5  pm.  on  May  6, 
from  8:30  am.  to  5  p.m.  on  May  7,  and 
from  8:30  am.  to  adjournment  on 
May  8,  in  the  Board  Room  of  the  Na- 
tkmal  Library  of  Medicine,  8600  Rock¬ 
ville  Pike,  Bethesda,  Maryland. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  from  9  am.  to  5  pm.  on  May  6  for 
the  discussion  of  administrative  reports 
and  program  developments.  Attendance 
by  t^  public  will  be  limited  to  space 
available.  In  accordance  with  provisions 
set  forth  in  sections  552 (b)  (4) .  552 (b)  (5) 
and  552(b)(6).  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and 
section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public  on 
May  7  from  8:30  am.  to  5  p.m.  and  from 
8:30  am.  to  adjournment  on  May  8,  for 
the  review,  discussion,  and  evaluation  of 
individual  initial  pending  and  renewal 
grant  apidlcations.  The  closed  portion 
of  the  meeting  involves  solely  the  in¬ 
ternal  expression  of  views  and  judg¬ 
ments  of  cmnmittee  members  on  in¬ 
dividual  grant  applications  which  ctm- 
tain  information  of  a  proprietary  or 
confidential  nature,  includl^  detailed 
research  protocols,  designs,  and  other 
technical  informatlosi;  financial  data, 
such  as  salaries;  and  personal  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  todividuals  associated 
with  the  appllcati(^. 

Dr.  Roger  W.  Dahlen,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary  the  Committee,  and  Chief,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Bkxnedical  Information  Support, 
Extramural  Programs,  National  Library 
of  Medicine.  8600  Rockville  Pike,  Beth¬ 
esda,  Maryland  20014,  Telephone  Nmn- 
ber:  301-496-4191.  will  furnish  sum¬ 
maries  of  the  meeting,  rosters  of  com¬ 
mittee  members,  and  other  infmmation 
pertaining  to  the  meeting. 

(Catalog  oC  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Nos.  13.348,  18.340,  13.851,  13.352. 
isasa— National  Institutes  of  Health) 

Dated:  March  7, 1975. 

Suzanne  L.  Freiasau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FB  Doc.75-6790  FUed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


CANCER  CUNICAL  INVESTIGATION  RE¬ 
VIEW  COMMITTEE  AND  CLINICAL  CAN¬ 
CER  EDUCATION  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  Is 
hereby  given  of  the  meetings  of  commit¬ 
tees  advisory  to  the  National  Cancer 
Institute. 

These  meetings  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  to  discuss  administrative  details  or 
.other  issues  relating  to  committee  busi¬ 
ness  as  indicated  In  the  notice.  Attend¬ 
ance  by  the  public  will  be  limited  to  space 
available.  Some  of  these  meetings  will  be 
closed  as  indicated  below  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  set  forth  in  sections 
552(b)(4).  552(b)(5)  and  552(b)(6)  of 
Title  5,  UB.  Code  and  section  i0(d)  of 
Pub.  L.  92-463,  for  the  review,  discussion 
and  evaluation  of  individual  initial  pend¬ 
ing,  supplemental,  and  renewal  grant 
applications.  Ihe  closed  portkxis  of  the 
meetings  involve  solely  internal  ex¬ 
pression  of  views  and  judgments  of  com¬ 
mittee  members  on  individual  grant  sup¬ 
plications  which  contain  Information  of 
a  proprietary  or  confidential  nature,  in¬ 
cluding  detailed  research  protocols,  de¬ 
signs.  and  other  technicsJ. information; 
financial  data,  such  sis  salaries;  smd  per¬ 
sonal  information  concerning  individuals 
associated  with  the  applications. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Early.  Committee 
Mansigement  Officer,  NCI,  Building  31. 
Room  3A16.  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda.  Maryland  20014  (301/ 
496-5708)  will  furnish  summaries  of  the 
meetings  smd  rosters  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers  upon  request.  Substantive  program 
information  can  be  obtained  from  the 
Executive  Secretary  indicated.  Meetings 
are  at  the  Nationsd  Institutes  of  Hesdth, 
9000  Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20014  unless  othein'ise  stated. 

Name  of  comnaltto®;  Cancer  CUnleal  Investi¬ 
gation  Bevlew  (Tominlttee. 

Datea:  i4>rU  21-28, 1075,  8:80  ajn. 

PUkoe:  Linden  HUl  Hotel,  Terrace  Boom,  5400 
Pooks  mil  Boacl,  Betheada,  lAaryland. 
Times: 

Open:  April  21, 8:30  ajn.-12:30  pjn. 
Closed:  April  21,  1:80  pjn.-5  p.m. 

Open:  April  22, 8:30  am.-13:80  p.m. 

Closed:  April  22, 1:30  p.m.-5  pjn. 

Closed:  i^rll  28,  8:80  am.-adjournment. 
Closurs  reason;  To  Bevlew  Beeeareh  Orant 
Applications. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  John  E.  Lane. 
Address:  Westwood  Building,  Boom:  803, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Phone:  801/498-7908. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Asslstanos 
Number  18.814) 

Name  of  oommlttee:  Clinical  Cancer  Educa¬ 
tion  Committee. 

Dates:  AprU  SO-May  1,  1975.  •:80  ajn. 

Place:  Building  81 A  Beom:  Conference  Boom 
4.  National  Institutes  ot  Health. 

Times: 

Open:  April  30,  8:30  ajn.-10:00  ajn. 
Closed:  April  SO.  10  ajn.-8:00  pJn. 

Closed:  May  1.  8  :30  am.-adjoumment. 
CEosure  reaeon:  To  Review  Besearch  Orant 
Appiilcatlona. 
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Exacutlv*  Secretary:  Dr.  Margaret  Biiwards. 
Addraaa:  Waatwood  BulUUng  Roam:  10A07, 
Hatlanal  IxiatltutM  of  HAaliai. 

Plmne:  aot/AW-TUa. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domastto  AaaUtanca 
number  13.314) 

Dated:  March  1,  1975. 

SUZANKX  L.  Frxxsait, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 
(FR  Doe.70-6731  FUad  3-lS-7S;8:4S  am] 


CANCER  CONTROL  INTERVENTION 
PROGRAMS  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92—463,  notice  Is 
hereby  given  of  the  meetings  of  commit¬ 
tees  advisory  to  the  National  CTancer  In¬ 
stitute. 

These  meetings  will  be  open  to  the 
public  to  discuss  administrative  details 
or  other  Issues  relating  to  committee 
business  as  indicated  In  the  notice.  At¬ 
tendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited  to 
space  available.  Some  of  these  meetings 
will  be  closed  as  indicated  below  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  set  forth  In 
.sections  552(b)(4)  and  552(b)(6)  of 
Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  section  10(d)  of 
Pub.  L.  92-463  for  the  review,  discussion 
and  evaluation  of  individual  research 
contract  proposals  as  Indicated.  The  pro¬ 
posals  contain  Information  of  a  propri¬ 
etary  or  confidential  natiire.  Including 
detailed  research  protocols,  designs,  and 
other  technical  information;  financial 
data,  such  as  salaries;  and  personal  in¬ 
formation  concerning  individuals  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  proposals. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  P.  Early,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Boom  3A16,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301/ 
496-5708)  will  furnish  sximmaries  of  the 
meetlngB  and  rosters  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers  iipon  request.  Substantive  program 
Information  can  be  obtained  from  the 
Executive  Secretary  indicated.  Meetings 
are  at  the  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
9000  Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20014  imless  otherwise  stated. 

Name  of  oommlttee:  Canoer  Control  Inter¬ 
vention  Programs  Review  Committee. 

Dates:  ^rU  1-2,  1975.  8:30  am. 

Place:  BuUdlng  31C.  Room:  Conference 
Room  7,  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times: 

Open:  April  1, 3:30  a.m. — 9:00  a.m. 

Closed:  April  1, 9  am. — 6  pm. 

Cloeed:  April  2,  8:30  am. — adjournment. 

Closure  reason:  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Veronica  L. 
Conley.  Address:  Blair  BuUdlng.  Room:  7A01, 
National  institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301/ 
427-7943. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  13.825. 

Name  of  committee:  Cancer  Clinical  In¬ 
vestigation  Review  Conunlttee. 

Dates:  April  3,  1975,  3:30  a  m, 

Place:  BuUdlng  31  A.  Rocun:  Conference 
Room  10A34,  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times: 

Open  tor  the  Entire  Meetlisg. 

Executlxe  Secretary:  Dr.  John  E.  Lane.  Ad¬ 
dress:  Westwood  BuUdlng.  Room:  803,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301/493- 
7903. 


Name  of  committee:  Breast  Cancer  B:q>erl- 
mental  Biology  Committee. 

Da*aa:  AprU  V4.  im,  8:30  am. 

Place:  BuUdlng  SIA.  Boom:  Conference 
Room  4.  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times: 

Open:  April  3,  8:30  am.-^:00  am. 

Closed:  April  3,  9  am.-6  p.in. 

Closed:  AprU  4, 8:30  am.-3  pm. 

Open:  AprU  4,  2  pm.-adjoumment. 

Closure  reason:  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  D.  Jane  Taylor. 
Address:  Landow  BuUdlng.  Room:  A404,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301/496- 
6718. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  13.828. 

Name  of  committee:  Breast  Cancer  Treat¬ 
ment  Committee. 

Dates:  AprU  4, 1976,  9:00  a.m. 

Place:  BuUdlng  31C.  Room:  Conference 
Room  9,  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times: 

Open:  April  4, 9  a.m.-10:30  a.m. 

Closed:  April  4.  10:30  am.-adjoumment. 

Agenda/open  pcstlon:  Genial  discussion 
of  program  sclentlfle  session  on  predictive 
biological  and  biochemical  studies. 

Closure  reason:  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Mary  E.  Sears.  Ad¬ 
dress:  Landow  Building.  Room:  A410,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301/493- 
6773. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  13.825. 

Name  of  committee:  Board  of  Scientific 
Counselors,  Division  of  Cancer  Treatment. 

Dates:  April  7-8,  1976,  9  am. 

Place:  BuUdlng  31C.  Room:  Conference 
Boom  6,  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times:  Opep  for  the  Entire  Meeting. 

Agenda:  To  discuss  national  cancer  pro¬ 
gram  responslbUltles  of  the  Division  of 
Cancer  Treatment  In  lung  cancer  and  to  dis¬ 
cuss  contract  review  procedures  and  peer 
review  of  contracts. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Vincent  T.  De- 
Vlta,  Jr.  Address:  Building  31.  Room:  3A62, 
National  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301/ 
496-4291. 

Name  of  committee:  Biometry  and  Epi¬ 
demiology  Contract  Review  Committee. 

Dates:  April  8-9,  1976,  7:30  pm. 

Place:  Landow  BuUdlng.  Room:  Confer¬ 
ence  Room  C418,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

Timas: 

Open;  AprU  8v  7:30  pm.-ie:30  pm. 

Closed:  April  9,  9  a.na.-adJoiimment. 

Closure  reason:  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Mr.  Harvey  GeUer. 
Address:  Landow  Building.  Boom:  CS19,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301/496- 
6014. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  13.828. 

Name  of  conunlttee:  Conunlttee  on  Cancer 
Immunotherapy. 

Dates:  AprU  10. 1975,  1  p.m. 

Place:  BuUdlng  10.  Room:  Conference 
Boom  4B17,  Nfctlonal  institutes  of  Health. 

Times: 

Open:  AprU  10,  1  pm.-l:30  p.m.  , 

Closed:  AprU  10,  l:30pm.-adjournment. 

Closure  reason:  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
trast  Proposala. 

Baocuttvfr  Beetaiary:  De.  Dorothy  Wind- 
hoast  Addrassr  BuShUmg  UL  Baom:  4B17,  Hh- 
tlcssal  Xnstltutts  at  Hhatth.  Phone;  301/496- 
17W. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  13.825. 

Name  of  conunlttee:  Vlnu  Cancer  Pro¬ 


gram  Sdentlflo  Review  Committee  B. 

Dates:  April  13-17, 1975, 9  am. 

Place:  BvHdhig  423.  Boem:  Oenferenee 
Room.  NaMcmat  Ihstltutes  of  Hettth. 

Times; 

•  Open:  Aprs  13.  9  a.m.-9^30  am. 

Closed:  AprU  16.  9:30  am.-6:30  pm. 

Closed:  April  17,  9  am.-adjqsu nnient. 

Closure  reason:  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  X^opossls. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Elke  Jordan.  Ad¬ 
dress:  Building  37.  Boom;  lAOl,  Nathmal 
Institutes  of  Health.  Phone  301/496-8927. 

Catalog  :7ederal  Domestle  Aesistanee 
number  13.825. 

Name  of  conunlttee:  Cancer  Control  Com¬ 
munity  Activities  Review  Conunlttee  Meet¬ 
ing. 

Dates:  April  17.  1975,  8:30  am. 

Place:  Building  3 1C.  Boom:  Conference 
Room  7,  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times: 

Open:  April  17,  8:30  am.-O  am. 

Closed:  AprU  17,  9  a.m.-adjoumment. 

Closure  reason;  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Veronica  L.  Con¬ 
ley.  Address:  Blair  Building.  Boom;  7A01. 
National  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301/ 
427-7943. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  13.825. 

Name  of  committee:  Cancer  Control  Sup¬ 
portive  Services  Review  Conunlttee. 

Dates:  AprU  18,  1975,  8:30  am. 

Place:  BuUdlng  31C.  Room:  Conference 
Room  7,  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times: 

Open:  April  18,  8:30  a.m.-8  am 

Closed:  AprU  18,  9  a.m.-adjouriunent. 

Closure  reason;  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Veronica  L.  Con¬ 
ley,  Address:  Blair  Building.  Room:  7A01,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301/427- 
7943. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  13.825. 

Name  of  Conunlttee:  Virus  Cancer  Program 
Scientific  Review  Committee  A. 

Dates:  AprU  18, 1975, 9am. 

Place:  Building  37.  Room;  Conference 
Room  1B04,  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times: 

Open:  AprU  18, 9  a.m.-9:30  am. 

Closed:  April  18,  9:30  a.m-adjoumment. 

Closure  Reason:  To  Review  Research  Oen- 
tract  Pn^osals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Elks  Jordan.  Ad¬ 
dress:  BxiUdlng  37.  Room:  lAOl,  National  In¬ 
stitutes  of  Health.  Ihone:  301/406-6927. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
munber  13fi25. 

Name  of  committee:  Cancer  Control  Inter¬ 
vention  Programs  Review  Committee. 

Dates:  April  21-22,  1975,  8:30  am. 

Place;  Sheraton-SUver  Spring  Motor  Hotel, 
8727  ColesvUle  Road,  SUver  Spring,  Maryland. 

Times: 

Open;  April  21, 8:30  a.m.-O  a.m. 

Closed:  AprU  21, 9  a.m.-5  p.m. 

Closed:  AprU  22,  8:30  a.m.-adjoumment. 

Closure  reason:  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  Pr(^>o6als. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Veronica  L.  Con¬ 
ley.  Address.'  Blair  BuUdlt«.  Booaa:  7AOt. 
National  Institutes  of  Health..  Phone:  301/ 
427-7048. 

Ohtalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
niunber  13.826. 

Nhme  of  committee;  Carctnogeneete  Pro¬ 
gram  Scientific  Review  Committee  A. 

Dates:  April  21-22,  1976,  9  am. 

Place:  Landow  BuUdlng.  Room:  Conference 
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Boom  C418,  National  Institutes  of  Hesltb. 

Times: 

Open:  April  21.  9  ajn.-12  noon. 

CAosed:  April  21,  1:30  pjn.-6  pm. 

dosed:  A{»1i  22,  9  am.-adjoumment. 

Closure  reason:  To  Review  Besearcli  Ocm- 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Allen  H.  Heim.  Ad¬ 
dress:  lAndow  Building.  Room:  A306,  Na¬ 
tional  Instttotes  oi  Health.  Phone:  301/496- 
1881. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  1SA25. 

Name  of  committee:  Oarclnogenesis  Pro¬ 
gram  SclentUlc  Etevlew  Committee  B. 

Dates:  April  21-22,  1975,  9  am. 

Place:  Ijandow  Building.  Boom;  Confer¬ 
ence  Bomn  C418,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

Times: 

Open:  April  21,  9  a.m.-12  pm. 

Closed:  April  21,  1:80  pm.-5  p.m. 

Closed:  April  22,  9  am.-adJournment. 

Closurs  Reason:  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Idarcia  D.  Litwack. 
Address:  Lmdaw  Building.  Room:  A306, 
Nati<»ial  Institutes  oi  Health.  Phone:  301/ 
496-5988. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
nurnhw  13.825. 

Name  at  committee:  Carcinogenesis  Pro¬ 
gram  Sdentiflc  Review  Committee  C. 

Dates:  April  21-22,  1976,  9  am. 

Place:  Landow  Building.  Room:  Confer¬ 
ence  Boom  C418,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

Times: 

Open:  April  21,  9  am.-12  pm. 

Closed:  April  21,  1:30  pm.-5  p.m. 

Closed:  April  22,  9  a.m.-adjoumment. 

Closure  reastm:  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  James  M.  Sontag. 
Address:  landow  Building.  Boom:  A306,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301/496- 
6471. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
numbM'  13B25. 

Name  of  committee:  Committee  on  Cancer 
Immunotherapy. 

Dates:  April  24, 1975, 1  pm. 

Place:  BiiUding  10.  Rocun:  4B17,  National 
Institutes  of  Health. 

Times: 

Open:  April  24, 1  p.m.-l:30  p.m. 

Closed:  April  24, 1:30  p.m.-ad}oumment. 

Closure  reascm:  Tb  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Dorothy  Wind¬ 
horst.  Address:  Building  10.  Room:  4B17, 
National  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  801/ 
496-1791. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  1SA25. 

Name  of  conunlttee:  Virus  Cancer  Program 
Ecientlflc  Review  Committee  A. 

Dates:  April  24-26,  1976,  9  a.m. 

Place:  Landow  Building.  Room:  Con¬ 
ference  Room  C418,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

Tin^: 

Open:  April  24, 9  am.-lO  a.m. 

Closed:  April  24, 10  a.m.-6  pm. 

Closed:  April  26, 9  s.m.-ad]oununent. 

Closure  reason:  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Elks  Jordan.  Ad¬ 
dress:  Building  87.  Boom:  lAOl,  National 
Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  801/496-6927. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  18A26. 

Name  of  committee:  Committee  on  Cancer 
Immunobiology. 


Date:  April  28, 1976, 2  pm. 

Place:  Building  10.  Boom:  Conference 
Room  4B17,  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times: 

Open:  April  28, 2  pm.-2:80  pm. 

Closed:  April  28,  2:80-cul]oumment. 

dosiue  reason:  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Ms.  Judith  M.  Mag- 
notta.  Address:  Building  10.  Room:  4B17, 
National  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301/ 
496-1791. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  13.825. 

Name  of  committee:  Cancer  Control  Com¬ 
munity  Activities  Review  Committee. 

Dates:  April  28-29, 1976,  8:30  am. 

Place:  Building  81C.  Boom:  Conference 
Room  7,  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times: 

Open:  April  28,  8:80  am.-9  am. 

Closed:  April  28,  9  am.-6  pm. 

Closed:  April  29, 8:30  am.-adJoumment. 

Clos\u%  reason:  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Veronica  L.  Con¬ 
ley.  Address:  Blair  Building.  Boom:  7A01, 
National  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  801/ 
427-7943. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  13.826. 

Name  at  committee:  Cancer  Control  Sup¬ 
portive  Services  Review  Committee. 

Dates:  April  29, 1975, 8:30  a.m. 

Place:  Building  31  A.  Room:  Conference 
Room  4,  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times: 

Open:  April  29, 8:30  a.m.-9  a.m. 

Closed:  April  29, 9  a.m.-adJournment. 

Closure  reason:  To  Review  Reseckrch  Con¬ 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary;  Dr.  Veronica  L.  Con¬ 
ley.  Address;  Blair  Building.  Boom:  7A01, 
National  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301- 
427-7943. 

7943. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  13.825. 

Name  of  Committee:  Diagnostic  Research 
Advisory  Oroup. 

Dates:  ^ril  29, 1976, 8:30  am. 

Place:  Building  81B.  Boom:  Conference 
Room  6,  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times: 

Open:  April  29, 8:30  a.m.-10:30  a.m. 

Closed:  April  29,  10:30  a.m.-adJournment. 

Closure  reason:  To  Review  Research  Con¬ 
tract  Proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Mr.  Louis  P.  Oreen- 
berg.  Address:  BiUldlng  31.  Boom:  8A10,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301-496- 
1691. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  13.826. 

Dated:  March  7. 1975. 

Suzanne  L.  Freiceau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

I FR  Doc.76-6717  FUed  3-13-76:8:46  am] 


CANCER  CONTROL  SUPPORTIVE 
SERVICES  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  Is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Can¬ 
cer  Control  Supportive  Services  Review 
Committee,  National  Cancer  Institute, 
April  10-11,  1975,  National  Institutes  oi 
Health,  Landow  Building,  Conference 
Room  418C. 


This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pubUc 
on  April  10,  1975,  from  8:30  ajn.  to  9 
ajn.  for  opening  statements  by  the  staff. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  set  fwth  in  sections  552 
(b)  (4)  and  552(b)  (6).  TiUe  5,  UJS.  Code 
and  section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public  on 
April  10,  1975,  from  9  am.  to  5  pm.  and 
on  April  11,  1975,  from  8:30  am.  to  ad¬ 
journment  for  the  review,  discussion,  and 
evaluation  of  individual  (xmtract  pro¬ 
posals.  The  proposals  contain  informa¬ 
tion  of  a  proprietary  or  confidential  na¬ 
ture,  including  detailed  research  proto¬ 
cols,  designs,  and  other  technical  infor¬ 
mation:  financial  data,  such  as  salaries; 
and  personal  Information  c<mceming 
individuals  associated  with  the  proposals. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Early,  C(munlttee 
Management  Officer,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  3A16,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301/ 
496-5708)  will  furnish  summaries  of 
meetings  and  rosters  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers. 

Dr.  Veronica  L.  Conley,  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary,  Blair  Building,  Room  7A01,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Hecdth,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014  (301/427-7943)  will  fur¬ 
nish  substantive  program  information. 

(Oat&log  ot  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.825,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Dated:  March  7, 1975. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[PR  Doc.76-6726  Piled  8-13-76:8:46  am] 


EPILEPSY  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Epi¬ 
lepsy  Advlstny  Committee,  National  In¬ 
stitute  of  Neurological  Diseases  and 
Stroke,  May  20,  1975,  Ro<»n  8,  Build¬ 
ing  31,  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  to  discuss  re¬ 
search  progress  and  research  plans  re¬ 
lated  to  the  Institute’s  epilepsy  program. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

Dr.  J.  Kiffin  Penry,  Chief,  Applied 
Neurologic  Research  Branch,  CfcFR, 
NIND6  (Federal  Building,  Room  114), 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda. 
Md.  20014;  telei^one  301/496-6691;  will 
provide  summaries  of  the  meeting, 
rosters  of  the  committee  members,  and 
substantive  program  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.356,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Dated:  March  7. 1975. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(FR  Doc.76-6722  FUed  8-18-75;8:46  am) 
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NEUROLOGICAL  DISORDERS  PROGRAM- 
PROJECT  REVIEW  A  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463.  notice  Is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Neiu*ological  Disorders  Program-Project 
Review  A  Committee,  National  Institute 
of  Neurological  Diseases  and  Stroke,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  May  3-4, 
1975,  at  9,  in  the  Americana  of  Bal  Har¬ 
bour,  Westwood  A  Room,  9701  Collins 
Avenue,  Bal  Harbour,  Florida  33154. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  9  a.m.  until  10  am.  on  May  3rd,  to 
discuss  program  planning  and  program 
accomplishments.  Attendance  by  the 
public  will  be  limited  to  space  available. 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  sections  552(b)(4),  552(b)(5) 
and  552(b)(6),  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and 
section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  closed  to  the  public  on 
May  3rd,  from  10  a.m.  to  adjournment 
on  May  4th,  for  the  review,  discussion 
and  evaluation  of  individual  initial  pend¬ 
ing  and  renewal  grant  applications.  The 
closed  portion  of  the  meeting  involves 
solely  the  internal  expression  of  views 
and  Judgments  of  committee  members  on 
individual  grant  applications  which  con¬ 
tain  information  of  a  proprietary  or  con¬ 
fidential  nature,  including  detailed  re¬ 
search  protocols,  designs,  and  other  tech¬ 
nical  Information;  financial  data,  such 
as  salaries;  and  personal  information 
concerning  individuals  associated  with 
the  applications. 

Mrs.  Ruth  Dudley,  Institute  Informa¬ 
tion  Officer,  Bldg.  31,  Room  8A03,  Be- 
thesda,  Maryland  20014,  (301)  496-5751, 
will  provide  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members. 

Dr.  Leon  J.  Qreenbaum',  Jr.,  Executive 
Secretary,  Westwood  Bldg.,  Room  7A16A. 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301)  496- 
7966,  will  furnish  substantive  program 
Information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.862,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Dated:  March  7, 1975. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[PR  Doc.75-6723  Piled  3-13-75:8:46  amj 


NEUROLOGICAL  DISORDERS  PROGRAM- 
PROJECT  REVIEW  B  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Neu¬ 
rological  Disorders  Program — Project 
Review  B  Committee.  National  Institute 
of  Neurological  Diseases  and  Stroke.  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  May  3-4, 1975, 
at  9,  in  the  Americana  of  Bal  Harbour, 
Westwood  B  Room,  9701  Collins  Avenue, 
Bal  Harbour.  Florida  33154. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  9  a.m.  until  10  a.m.  on  May  3rd,  to 
discuss  program  planning  and  program 
accomplishments.  Attendance  by  the 
public  will  be  limited  to  space  available. 


In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  sections  552(b)(4),  552(b)(5) 
and  552(b)(6),  Title  6,  U.S.  Code  and 
section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public  on 
May  3rd,  from  10  a.m.  to  adjommment 
on  May  4th,  for  the  review,  dlscxission 
and  evaluation  of  individual  initial 
pending  and  renewal  grant  applications. 
The  closed  portion  of  the  meeting  in¬ 
volves  solely  the  internal  expression  of 
views  and  judgments  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers  on  individual  grant  applications 
which  contain  information  of  a  proprie¬ 
tary  or  confidential  nature,  including  de¬ 
tailed  research  protocols,  designs,  and 
other  technical  information;  financial 
data,  such  as  salaries;  and  personal  in¬ 
formation  concerning  individuals  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  applications. 

Mrs.  Ruth  Dudley,  Institute  Informa¬ 
tion  Officer,  Bldg.  31,  Room  8A03,  Be¬ 
thesda.  Maryland  20014,  (301)  496-5751, 
will  provide  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members. 

Dr.  Q.  Lawrence  Fisher,  Executive 
Secretary,  Westwood  Bldg.,  Room  7A03B, 
Bethesda.  Maryland  20014,  (301)  496- 
7967,  will  furnish  substantive  program 
information. 

( Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.862,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Dated:  March  7, 1975. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(PR  Doc .76-6724  Piled  3-13-75; 8: 46  am) 


PHARMACOLOGY-TOXICOLOGY 
RESEARCH  PROGRAM  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Pharmacology  -  Toxicology  Research 
Program  Committee,  Natlcmal  Institute 
of  Oenerfd  Medical  Sciences,  April  26- 
29,  1975,  Holiday  Inn,  5520  Wisconsin 
Avenue.  Chevy  Chase,  Maryland. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
on  April  28  from  9  a.m.  to  10:30  a.m.  for 
opening  remarks  and  discussion  of  ob¬ 
jectives  and  accomplishments  of  the 
program  and  revision  of  program  guide¬ 
lines.  Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  sections  552(b)(4).  552(b)(5), 
and  552(b)(6).  TlUe  5.  U.S.  Code  and 
section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  closed  to  the  public  on  April 
26-27  from  9  a.m.  to  5  pm.,  April  28 
from  10:30  a.m.  to  5  p.m.,  and  April  29 
from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  for  the  review,  dis¬ 
cussion  and  evaluati(m  of  initial  pend¬ 
ing,  supplemental,  and  renewal  grant 
applications.  The  closed  portion  of  the 
meeting  involves  solely  the  internal  ex¬ 
pression  of  views  and  judgments  of  com¬ 
mittee  members  (m  individual  grant  ap¬ 
plications  which  contain  information  of 
a  pn^rletary  or  confidential  nature,  in¬ 
cluding  detailed  research  protocols,  de¬ 
signs,  and  other  technical  information; 


financial  data  such  as  salaries;  and  per¬ 
sonal  information  concerning  individ¬ 
uals  associated  with  the  apifficatimis. 

Mr.  Paul  Deming,  Research  Reports 
Officer,  NIOMS,  Building  31,  Room 
4A46,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014,  Tele¬ 
phone:  301-496-5676,  will  provide  a 
summary  of  the  meeting  and  a  roster  of 
committee  members. 

Substantive  program  information 
may  be  obtained  from  Dr.  Raymcmd  E. 
Bahor,  Executive  Secretary,  Westwood 
Building,  Robm  9A03,  Bethesda,  Mary¬ 
land  20014,  Telephone:  301-496-7707. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  13-869,  Pharmacology-Toxicology  Pro¬ 
gram,  National  Institute  of  General  Medical 
Sciences,  National  Institutes  of  Health) 

Dated:  March  7. 1975. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer. 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[PR  Doc.75-6718  PUed  3-13-76:8:46  amJ  * 


VISION  RESEARCH  PROGRAM 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Vision 
Research  Program  Committee,  Naticmal 
Eye  Institute  on  May  2-4,  1975,  at  the 
St.  Armand  Inn,  700  Ben  Franklin  Drive, 
Sarasota,  Florida.  33577. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  6:30  p.m.  to  7:30  p.m.  on  May  2nd, 
for  discussion  of  guidelines  for  review  of 
the  Academic  Investigator  Awards  and 
the  institutional  fellowship  applications 
and  for  the  Institute’s  Administrative 
Report.  Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  Space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  sections  552(b)(4),  552(b)(5), 
and  552(b)(6),  Title  5.  U.S.  Code,  and 
section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  closed  to  the  public  on  May  2 
from  7:30  p.m.  to  adjournment  on  May  4, 
for  the  review,  discussion,  and  evaluation 
of  individual  initial  pending  supplemen¬ 
tal  and  renewal  grant  applications.  The 
closed  portion  of  the  meeting  Invcdves 
solely  the  internal  expression  of  views 
and  judgments  of  committee  members  on 
individual  grant  applications  which  con¬ 
tain  information  of  a  proprietary  or  con¬ 
fidential  nature,  including  detailed  re¬ 
search  protocols,  designs,  and  other  tech¬ 
nical  information;  financial  data,  such  as 
salaries  and  personal  information  con¬ 
cerning  individuals  associated  with  the 
applications. 

Mr.  Julian  Morris,  Information  Officer, 
National  Eye  Institute,  National  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20014,  Building  31,  room  6A27,  telephone 
(301)  496-5248,  will  furnish  summaries 
of  the  meeting  and  rosters  of  committee 
members. 

Substantive  program  information  may 
be  obtained  from  Dr.  Wilfard  L.  Nusser, 
Chief,  Scientific  Programs  Branch,  Ex¬ 
tramural  and  Collaborative  Programs, 
National  Eye  Institute,  Natlcmal  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health.  Bethesda,  Maryland 
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20014,  Bufldliw  SI.  room  tA40,  MqiIiozm 
(SOI)  4»«-t303. 

(Cataloc  of  VMinl  Domartlc  Awirtance 
Program  Ho.  IfHSl.  Rational  Znatltutea  of. 
Health) 

Dated:  ICarch  7. 1075. 

Soaaims  L.  PaniXATT, 

Committee  Manaffomemt  OSIeer, 
N<MomU  Institutes  of  Health, 
[FR  Doc.75-6719  PUod  3-19-75:8:45  am] 


CUNICAL  TRIALS  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

AmeodMl  Meeting 

Notice  is  lier^iy  given  at  changes  in  the 
meeting  of  the  Clinical  Trials  Review 
Committee,  National  Heart  and  lAmg 
Institute.  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
which  was  published  in  the  Fboesal 
RsGisiKa  on  February  21,  1275  (40  FR 
7688)  to  meet  on  AprU  1-2,  1975,  Budd¬ 
ing  31,  Omference  Room  2.  ITie  date  and 
place  of  meeting  have  been  changed  to 
March  31.  April  1-3.  1975,  HoUday  Inn. 
Lobby  Room,  5520  Wisconsin  Avaiue, 
Cihevy  CSiase,  Maryland.  The  meeting  will 
be  open  to  the  puUlc  from  8:30  pjn.  to 
10  pjn.  on  March  31  to  discuss  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  report.  Attendance  by  the 
pubhc  will  be  limited  to  Bpesx  available. 

In  addition  to  the  review,  discussion 
and  evalnatioii  of  contract  luroposals 
mentioned  in  the  FIcdeisi.  Rnisna  no¬ 
tice  of  T^ebruary  21.  the  committee  will 
also  review  grant  appUcatioiis.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  provisions  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tions  552(b)(4).  562(b)(5)  and  552(b) 
(6) .  Title  5.  UB.  Code  and  section  10(d) 
of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  the  publie  from  8:30  a.m.  on 
April  1  to  adjoummmt  on  Apll  2  for  the 
review,  discussion  and  evaluation  of  In¬ 
dividual  initial  pending  and  rmewal 
grant  ap)Ucatk>ns.  The  closed  pmrtion  of 
the  meeting  involves  solely  the  internal 
exiuession  of  views  and  Judgments  of 
committee  members  on  individual  grant 
appUcadons  containing  detailed  research 
protocols,  designs,  and  othor  technical 
information;  tirmncial  data,  such  as  sal¬ 
aries;  and  porsonal  Information  conoem- 
ing  individuals  associated  with  the  appli- 
catioos.  The  April  1-2  closed  pmrtion  of 
the  meeting  will  be  held  in  NIH  e<»f  er- 
ence  space. 

Mr.  Yoiic  Onnen,  Chief,  PubUc  In- 
quiriee  and  Reports  Bran^  National 
Heart  and  Lung  Institute,  Building  31. 
Room  5A21,  phone  (301)  496-4236,  will 
provide  summaries  the  meeting  and 
rosters  of  the  committee  manbers. 
Dr.  Samuel  M.  Schwarts,  Associate  Di¬ 
rector  for  Review,  Dlvlsiaa  of  Extra¬ 
mural  Affairs,  NHLI,  Westwood  Building, 
Room  655A.  pheme  (301)  496-7351  will 
furnish  substantive  program  Infmma- 
tion. 

(Ostaiog  of  FedenJ  Awl  stance  Program  Na 
13A37.  Rational  InstltuteB  of  Health) 

Dated:  March  10.  1975. 

SuaainR  L.  FncEAU. 

Committee  Mauagement  Ofheer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health, 

IFB  Doc.76-6680  FUed  3-13-75:8:45  am] 


Office  af  tha  AsaMant  Sacralary  for  HaaWi 

PRESfOENTS  BIOMEOICAL  RESEARCH 
PANEL 

MaaUi^ 

Pursuant  to  Piff>.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Btomedical  Reseaitdi  Panel  m 
March  31  and  April  1,  1975,  in  Confer¬ 
ence  Room  10.  Building  31C.  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  9000  Rockville  Pike, 
Bethesda,  Maryland. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
pifolic  from  9  am.  to  5  pm.  on  both 
March  31  and  April  1,  1975.  The  agenda 
Includes  a  survey  and  briefing  regarding 
programs  at  the  National  Institutes  ot 
Health  and  the  AlcohoL  Drug  Abuse,  and 
Mental  Health  Administration.  A  review 
will  also  be  undertaken  of  data  relating 
to  the  national  support  of  health  re¬ 
search,  and  ot  the  Impact  cm  the 
tlon  at  the  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
of  the  Wooldridge  Committee  Report, 
“Blomedleal  Science  and  Its  Adminis¬ 
tration.**  of  February  1965. 

Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  space  available.  Members  of  the 
public  who  wish  to  participate  in  this 
meeting  must  file  a  written  request  with 
the  Executive  Director  15  days  Iwfmre 
the  date  of  the  meeting,  giving  the  name 
and  address  of  the  person  to  be  con¬ 
tacted,  and  summarizing  the  nature  of 
the  proposed  participation. 

All  requests  for  information,  including 
the  roster  of  the  Panel  members  should 
be  directed  to  Ms.  Aime  Ballard  (301- 
496-7526).  Room  125,  Westwood  BuUd- 
ing,  9000  Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014. 

Substantive  ixt>gram  information  will 
be  provided  by  Dr.  CTharles  U.  Lowe.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Director  of  the  Panel  (301-496- 
5035),  Building  31B.  Room  4B-59.  9000 
Rockville  Pike.  BHhesda,  Maryland 
20014. 

Dated:  March  5, 1975. 

C.  U.  Low*, 
Executive  Dtreetor. 

(FS  Doe.75-6755  Filed  3-13-76:8:45  am] 


Office  of  Education 
CAREER  EDUCATION  PROGRAM 
Proposed  Funding  Criteria 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
section  406(f)  (1)  of  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1974,  Piib.  L.  93-380  (20 
UJSX:.  1865(f)  (1) ) ,  the  Commissimer  of 
Educatimi,  with  the  approval  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Etealth,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  proposes  to  establish  the  following 
funding  criteria  for  the  Career  Educa¬ 
tion  Program. 

1.  Program  purpose.  Paragraph  f(l)  of 
section  406,  title  IV,  Pub.  L.  93-380  au¬ 
thorizes  the  Commlsslcmer  of  Education 
to  make  grants  to  State  and  local  edu¬ 
cational  agencies,  institutions  of  higher 
educaUoa.  and  other  nonprofit  agencies 
and  organisations  to  demonstrate  the 
most  effective  methods  and  techniques 
in  career  educatkm  and  to  develop  ex- 
mnplary  career  education  models  (in¬ 
cluding  models  in  which  handicapped 


chlldimi  receive  aiTproprlate  eareer'edu- 
catioo  either  by  partk^iatlati  In  regular 
or  modified  programs  with  nmihandi- 
mgiped  children  or  where  necessary  in 
specially  designed  programs  for  handi¬ 
capped  children  whose  handlcapB  are  of 
such  severity  that  they  cannot  benefit 
from  regular  or  modified  programs). 
Funds  which  are  appropriated  pursuant 
to  this  authority  to  carry  out  the  (Tareer 
Education  Program  will  be  utilized  to 
make  grants  to  dlgible  applicants  for 
the  purpose  of  Improving  the  implemen¬ 
tation  of  career  education  within  the 
United  States.  Grants  will  be  awarded 
for  any  (me  of  the  following  purposes: 

(1)  Activities  designed  to  effect  ^re- 
mental  improvements  in  K-12  career 
education  through  one  or  a  series  of  ex¬ 
emplary  projects; 

(2)  Activities  designed  to  demonstrate 
the  most  effective  methods  and  tech¬ 
niques  in  career  education  in  such  set¬ 
tings  as  the  senlOT  high  schcxil,  the  com¬ 
munity  college,  or  In  institutions  of 
higher  education; 

(3)  Activities  designed  to  demonstrate 
the  most  effeetive  methods  and  tech¬ 
niques  in  career  education  for  such  spe¬ 
cial  segments  of  the  population  as 
handlcapiied.  minortly,  low  Income,  or 
female  youth; 

(4)  Activities  designed  to  demonstrate 
the  most  effective  methods  aiid  tech¬ 
niques  for  the  training  and  retraining 
of  persons  for  condueting  career  educa¬ 
tion  programs;  and 

(5)  Activities  designed  to  commiml- 
cate  career  edueatkm  iffiilosopby,  meth- 
o(is,  program  activities,  and  evaluation 
results  to  career  education  practitioners 
and  to  the  gmieral  public. 

2.  Citations  of  legal  authoriiy.  As  re¬ 
quired  by  section  431(a)  of  the  General 
Education  Provlskme  Act  (20  UB.C.  1232 
(a) ) ,  a  citation  at  statutory  or  other  legal 
authority  for  each  section  of  the  funding 
criteria  has  been  placed  in  parentheses 
on  the  Une  following  the  text  of  the  sec¬ 
tion. 

On  (x;casion,  a  citation  appears  at  the 
end  of  a  subdivision  of  the  section.  In 
that  case,  the  eitati<m  aimiies  to  all  that 
appears  In  that  section  between  the  ci¬ 
tation  and  the  next  preceding  citation. 
When  the  citation  igipcars  only  at  the 
end  of  the  section  it  apidles  to  the  entire 
section. 

3.  General  provisions  regulations.  The 
proposed  funding  (ulterla  do  not  contain 
provisions  relating  to  general  fiscal  and 
administrative  matters.  Requirements  of 
this  nature  are  covered  by  the  Office  of 
Education  General  Provisions  Regula¬ 
tions  (38  FR  30654,  November  6,  1973). 
(Reference  is  made  in  particular  to  45 
CTR  Part  100a,  which  contains  general 
provisions  for  dlaeretionary  programs. 
Including  the  Career  Education  Pro¬ 
gram.) 

4.  Written  comments.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  are  invited  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  regard¬ 
ing  the  proposed  funding  crltala  to  the 
Office  of  Career  Education,  U.S.  Office  of 
Education,  7th  and  D  Streets,  SW.,  Room 
3100.  Regional  Office  Building  Three, 
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Washingtcm,  D.C.  20202.  Comments  re> 
celved  In  response  to  these  funding  cri¬ 
teria  will  be  available  for  public  Inspec- 
ticm  at  the  above  office  cm  Mondays 
through  Fridays  of  each  week  between 
8 : 30  a.m.  and  4 :00  p.m. 

All  relevant  material  must  be  received 
not  later  than  the  30th  day  following 
publication  of  these  criteria  in  the  Fkd- 
ERAL  Register  unless  such  30th  day  Is  a 
Saturday,  Simday,  or  Federal  hcdlday, 
(April  14,  1975) ,  in  which  case  such  ma¬ 
terial  must  be  received  by  the  next  fol¬ 
lowing  business  day. 

(Catalog  ot  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
13.S54,  Career  Education  Program) 

Dated:  February  13, 1975. 

T.  H.  Bell. 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

Approved:  March  10. 1975. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 

Secredary  of  Health, 

Education,  and  Welfare. 

Carkkb  Education  Program 
FXmDINO  CRITERIA 

A.  Scope  and  purpose.  These  funding  cri¬ 
teria  govern  the  selection  of  applications 
from  State  and  local  educational  agencies, 
institutions  of  higher  education,  and  other 
nonprofit  agencies  and  organizations  for 
purposes  of  carrying  out  activities  designed 
to  Improve  the  Implementation  of  career  ed- 
ucatlim. 

(20  US.C.  1865) 

B.  Eligible  applicants.  The  following  cate¬ 
gories  of  agencies  and  organizations  are  eligi¬ 
ble  for  grants  pursuant  to  these  fimdlng 
criteria: 

(1)  State  educational  agencies; 

(2)  Local  educational  agencies; 

(3)  Institutions  of  higher  education;  and 

(4)  Other  nonprofit  agencies  and  organiza¬ 
tions. 

(20  UB.C.  1885) 

C.  Definitions.  As  used  In  these  funding 
criteria:  “Career  education’’  means  an  educa¬ 
tion  process  designed  to: 

(1)  Increase  the  relationship  between 
schools  and  society  as  a  whole; 

(2)  Provide  opportunities  for  counseling, 
g;uldance  and  career  develc^ment  for  all 
chUdren; 

(3)  Relate  the  subject  matter  of  the  cur¬ 
ricula  of  schools  to  the  needs  of  persons  to 
function  fully  In  society; 

(4)  Extend  the  concept  of  the  education 
process  beyond  the  scho<d  into  the  area  of 
employment  and  the  community; 

(5)  Foster  flexibility  In  attitudes,  skills, 
and  knowledge  Ip  order  to  enable  persons  to 
cope  with  accelerating  change  and  obsoles¬ 
cence; 

(6)  Make  education  more  relevant  to  em¬ 
ployment  and  functioning  In  society;  and 

(7)  Eliminate  any  distinction  between 
education  for  vocational  purposes  amd  gen¬ 
eral  or  academic  education. 

(20  u  s  e.  18e5(a)) 

‘’Handlci4>ped  children”  means  mentally 
retarded,  hard  of  hecudng,  deaf.  ^>eech  Im¬ 
paired.  visually  handicapped,  seriously  emo¬ 
tionally  disturbed,  crippled,  or  other  health 
Impaired  children  who  by  reason  thereof  re¬ 
quire  special  education  and  related  services. 

(20  U.S.C.  1401) 

"State  educational  agency”  means  the 
State  Board  of  Education  or  other  agency  or 


officer  primarily  responsible  for  the  State 
supervision  of  public  ^ementary  and  second¬ 
ary  schools;  or.  If  there  is  no  such  agency  or 
officer,  an  agency  or  officer  designated  by  the 
Oovemor  or  by  State  Law. 

(20  nB.C.  1141(h)) 

“Local  educational  agency”  means  a  public 
board  of  education  or  other  public  authority 
legally  constituted  within  a  State  for  either 
administrative  control  or  direction  of,  or  to 
perform  a  service  function  for,  public  ele¬ 
mentary  or  secondary  schools  In  a  city, 
county,  township,  school  district,  or  other 
political  subdivision  of  a  State,  ot  such  com¬ 
bination  of  school  districts  or  counties  as 
are  recognized  In  a  State  as  an  administra¬ 
tive  agency  for  Its  public  elementary  or  sec¬ 
ondary  schools.  ’The  twm  also  Includes  any 
other  public  institution  or  agency  having 
administrative  control  and  direction  of  a 
public  elementary  or  secondary  school. 

(20  U.S.C.  1141(g)) 

“Institution  of  higher  education”  or  “in¬ 
stitution”  means  an  educational  institution 
In  any  State  which  meets  the  requirements 
set  forth  In  section  1201(a)  of  the  Higher 
Education  Act  of  1966  as  amended. 

(20  U.S.C.  1141(a)) 

D.  Required  application  data.  Projects 
funded  pursuant  to  these  funding  criteria 
must  be  designed  to  contribute  to  one  of  the 
following  purposes  to: 

(1)  Effect  Incremental  Improvements  in 
K-12  career  education  through  one  or  a  series 
of  exemplary  projects; 

(2)  Demonstrate  the  most  effective  meth¬ 
ods  and  techniques  In  career  education  in 
such  settings  as  the  senior  high  school,  the 
community  college,  or  In  institutions  of 
higher  education; 

(3)  Demonstrate  the  most  effective  meth¬ 
ods  and  techniques  In  career  education  for 
such  special  segments  of  the  population  as 
handicapped,  minority,  low  Income,  or  female 
youth; 

(4)  Demonstrate  the  most  effective  meth¬ 
ods  and  techniques  for  the  training  and  re¬ 
training  of  persons  for  conducting  career 
education  programs;  and 

(5)  Communicate  career  education  philos¬ 
ophy,  methods,  program  activities,  and  eval¬ 
uation  results  to  career  education  practi¬ 
tioners  and  to  the  general  public. 

Each  application  for  assistance  under  these 
funding  criteria  must  set  forth  a  detailed 
plan  which  includes: 

(I)  Identification  of  the  purpose  to  which 
the  iqiplicatloa  Is  addressed  (If  the  iq>pll- 
cant  chooses  to  participate  In  more  than 
one  piu^KMe,  a  separate  application  will  be 
required  for  each  purpose.) ; 

(II)  Identification  of  the  specific  set¬ 
ting  (s)  In  which  the  proposed  activities  will 
be  carried  out,  and  the  need  for  such  activi¬ 
ties; 

(III)  Specification  of  prior  career  educa¬ 
tion  activities.  If  any,  which  the  applicant 
has  carried  out  with  the  population  and  In 
the  settlng(s)  covered  by  the  proposal.  In¬ 
cluding  data  bearing  on  evaluation  of  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  such  prior  activities; 

(Iv)  A  description  of  career  education 
processes,  techniques,  and  materials  devel¬ 
oped  In  previous  projects  supported  under 
the  National  Institute  of  Education,  \mder 
Parts  C,  D,  and  I  of  the  Vocational  Educa¬ 
tion  Aot,  and  under  other  appropriate 
sources,  which  the  applicant  proposes  to 
utilize  In  this  proposed  project; 

(v)  An  operational  plan  describing.  In  de¬ 
tail,  exactly  how  the  tqipllcant  proposes  to 
achieve  the  specific  purpose  addressed  in 
the  application  and  explaining  the  exemplary 
nature  of  the  proposed  procedures; 


(vl)  Specific  learner  outcomes  expected  to 
result  from  activities  carried  out  under  the 
application; 

(vlU)  A  specific  plan  to  be  utilized  In  eval¬ 
uating  the  effectiveness  of  actlvltlas  carried 
out  imder  the  application.  Including  specifl- 
catlon  of  the  criteria  to  be  utilized  In  assess- 
tlon  of  the  criteria  to  be  utilized  in  assess¬ 
ing  effectiveness  and  the  evaluation  Instru¬ 
ments  to  be  applied; 

(>ill)  A  description  of  applicant  or  other 
additional  resources.  If  any,  to  be  contri¬ 
buted  to  the  proposed  activities  to  supple¬ 
ment  funds  received  pursuant  to  those  fund¬ 
ing  criteria;  and 

(lx)  A  plan  for  disseminating  Information 
to  others  during  the  course  of  the  project 
and  at  the  conclvulon  of  the  project  grant 
period. 

E.  Application  review  criteria.  Criteria  will 
be  utilized  by  the  reviewers  In  reviewing  for¬ 
mally  transmitted  applications.  Segments  or 
a  segment  of  the  application  must  address 
each  criterion  area.  Each  criterion  Is  weighted 
and  Includes  the  maximum  score  that  can  be 
given  to  a  segment  of  an  application  In  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  criteria.  The  criteria  and  maxi¬ 
mum  weights  for  each  criterion  are  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Maximum 

Criteria  score 

(1)  Evidence  of  need.  The  application 

clearly  demonstrates  the  need  for  Its 
proposed  activities  In  terms  of  the 
purpose  It  seeks  to  attain  and  the  ' 
populatlon(s)  it  seeks  to  serve _  S 

(2)  Objectives.  The  objectives  of  the 

proposed  project  are  sharply  defined, 
clearly  stated,  capable  of  being  at¬ 
tained  by  the  proposed  procedures,  and 
capable  of  being  measured _  10 

(3)  Operational  plan.  ’The  application 

clearly  describes  the  prior  career 
education  activities  which  the  ap¬ 
plicant  has  carried  out.  If  any.  as  well 
as  career  education  processes,  tech¬ 
niques,  and  materials  developed  In 
previous  projects  supported  by  the 
National  Institute  of  Education  and 
other  agencies  and  soiuroes,  and  ex¬ 
plains  how  this  pn<w  work  will  be 
utilized  In  Implementing  the  proposed 
project.  A  qieclflc  description  Is  pro¬ 
vided  of  the  activities  proposed  for 
each  major  step  In  the  project.  The 
time  required  for  each  activity,  and 
the  period  of  the  project  It  covers.  Is 
clearly  chartered  in  the  operational 
plan  _  25 

(4)  Evaluation  Plan.  Provision  Is  made 

for  adequate  evaluation  of  the  ef¬ 
fectiveness  of  the  project  and  for 
determining  the  extent  to  which  the 
objectives  are  accomplished -  20 

(5)  Exemplary  Nature  of  Project.  The 
plan  clearly  calls  for  a  model  that.  If 
successfully  attained,  bolds  high 
prmnlse  of  serving  as  one  that  others 
could  profit  by  emulating.  The 
activities  hold  inomise  of  being  use¬ 
ful  In  other  projects  or  programs  for 

*  similar  educational  purposes -  15 

(6)  Personnel.  The  personnel  with  com¬ 

mitted  major  responsibilities  fm  the 
proposed  activities  have  the  necessary 
qualifications  and  experience  to  assure 
successful  completion  of  the 
activities _  15 

(7)  Budget.  The  size,  scope,  and  diu^- 

tlon  of  the  project  are  reasonable  and 
the  estimated  cost  is  reasonable  In 
relation  to  anticipated  results -  10 

F.  Allowable  costs.  (1)  Allowable  costs  un¬ 
der  grants  awarded  pursuant  to  these  fund¬ 
ing  criteria  shall  be  determined  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  cost  principles  set  forth  In 
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AppiMUi  B,  C.  or  D  (M  appUcobte)  to  sub- 
cbaptv  A  at  TUI*  4S,  Ood*  of  Fedcrol  Bagula- 
tioxu  (the  Offloe  of  Sducatlon’c  Ooneral  Pro- 
vlsloo*  Bacnlatloaa)  and  tb*  reatrictlon  that 
fund*  supplied  under  grants  may  not  be  used 
to  pay  regular  salaries  of  Stat*  career  educa¬ 
tion  staff.  (3)  It  is  expected  that  grants  will 
generally  not  exceed  $200,000.  although  each 
application  will  be  judged  on  the  basis  of  the 
proposed  activities. 

O.  Project  duration.  <1)  Projects  wlU  nor¬ 
mally  be  one  year  in  duration.  However,  ap¬ 
plicants  should  make  a  realistic  estimate  of 
the  amount  of  time  needed  to  Implement  the 
proposed  project  activities.  Wh«e  this  esti¬ 
mate  Indies  tea  that  mors  or  less  than  one 
year  Is  necssaary.  the  operational  plan  and 
budget  shoukl  reflect  this.  (3)  With  req>ect 
to  funded  projects  of  more  than  one  year 
duration.  It  is  anticipated  that  generally  an 
Initial  grant  will  be  awarded  for  the  first 
year  of  the  project.  A  continuation  grant  will 
support  the  aetUiiAss  proposed  for  any  re¬ 
maining  Urns  period.  TVoistons  for  refunding 
win  be  aoeds  on  the  basis  of  ths  extent  to 
which  the  grantee  has  satisfactorily  per¬ 
formed  under  the  first  grant  period  and  will 
be  contingent  upon  the  availability  of  funds. 
For  continuations,  the  following  will  be  nec¬ 
essary: 

(I)  A  determination  by  the  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation  that  such  continuation  would  be  In 
the  best  interest  of  the  government;  and 

(II)  Execution  of  a  revised  notification  of 
grant  award  acceptable  to  the  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation  and  the  grantee. 

(20nH.C.  1W6) 

[FR  Doc.75-d7S6  Filed  3-13-75:8:45  am] 


CAREER  EDUCATION  PROGRAM 

Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of  Applications 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  section  406(f) 

(1)  dt  the  Eklucation  Amendments  of 
1974,  Prt).  L.  93-380  (20  U.S.C.  1865(f) 

(1) )  applications  are  being  accepted  for 
grants  ^m  State  and  local  educational 
agencies.  Institutions  of  higher  educa¬ 
tion,  and  other  n(mi»’ofit  agencies,  and 
orgamltttions  to  demonstrate  the  most 
effective  methods  and  techniques  in 
career  education  and  to  develop  exem¬ 
plary  career  education  models  (includ¬ 
ing  models  in  which  handicapped  (diil- 
dren  receive  appropriate  career  educa¬ 
tion  either  by  participation  in  regular 
or  modified  programs  with  nonhandi¬ 
capped  children  or  where  necessary  in 
specially  designed  programs  fmr  handi¬ 
capped  children  whose  handicaps  are 
of  such  severity  that  they  cannot  benefit 
from  regular  or  modified  programs) . 

Applications  must  be  received  by  the 
n.S.  Office  of  Education  Application  Con¬ 
trol  Center  on  or  before  April  21,  1975. 

A.  AppHcatUms  sent  by  mail.  An  appli¬ 
cation  sent  by  mail  should  be  addressed 
as  follows:  n.S.  OfBce  of  Education,  Ap¬ 
plication  Control  Center,  400  Maryland 
Avexuie  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202, 
Attention:  13.554.  An  application  sent 
by  will  be  considered  to  be  received 
on  time  by  the  Application  Control  Cen¬ 
ter  if: 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by  reg¬ 
istered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
April  16,  1975,  as  evidenced  by  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  postmark  on  the  wrapper 
or  envelope,  or  on  the  original  receipt 
from  the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 


(2)  The  MipMcfition  to  weeiyed  an  or 
before  the  cbieing  date  by  eUtaer  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Educatkm,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  or  the  UH.  Office  of  Education  mall 
rocxns  in  Washington.  D.C.  (In  estab¬ 
lishing  the  date  of  ree^t,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  will  rely  on  the  time-date  stamp 
of  such  mail  rooms  or  other  documentary 
evidmice  of  receipt  maintained  by  the 
Department  of  Health,  Edueation,  and 
Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education) . 

B.  Hand  delivered  applications.  An  ap¬ 
plication  to  be  hand  delivered  must  be 
taken  to  the  UB.  Office  of  Education  Ap¬ 
plication  Control  CTenter,  Room  5673, 
Regimial  Office  Building  Three.  7th  and 
D  Streets  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Hand 
deUvoed  applications  will  be  accepted 
daily  between  the  hours  of  8  :()0  a.m.  and 
4:00  pm.  Washington,  D.C.  time  except 
Saturdays,  Simdays,  or  Federal  holidays. 
Applications  will  not  be  accepted  after 
4:00  pm.  on  the  closing  date. 

C.  AppUeaMon  routing.  All  applicants 
must  fUnilsh  an  information  copy  of  their 
proposal  to  the  State  educational  agency. 
The  application  submitted  to  the  Office 
of  Education  must  contain  a  statement 
that  this  has  been  accomplished.  State 
educational  agencies  wishing  -to  submit 
advice  and  comment  on  any  application 
originating  within  tiieir  State  may  do  so 
by  forwarding  such  advice  and  comment 
to  the  Office  of  CTareer  Education,  U.S. 
Office  of  Education. 

D.  Program  information  and  forms. 
Informatlcm  and  application  forms  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Office  of  Career 
Education.  UB.  Office  of  Education, 
Room  3100,  Regional  Office  Building 
Three,  7th  and  D  Streets  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20202. 

E.  Applicable  regulations.  The  regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  this  program  are  the 
Office  of  Education  General  Provisions 
Regulations  (45  CTR  Part  100a)  and  the 
Career  Education  Program  Funding 
Criteria  published  In  this  issue  of  the 
Federal  Recister. 

(30  UH.C.  1865) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13A54;  Career  Education  Program) 

Dated :  February  13, 1975. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

IJ.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

|FB  Doc.75-6757  Filed  3-13-76;8:45  am] 


FOREIGN  LANGUAGE  AND  AREA 
STUDIES  RESEARCH  PROGRAM 

Proposed  Priorities  for  the  Funding  of 
Proposals 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  section  602 
of  the  National  Defense  Education  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (20  UB.C.  512),  the 
Ckwnmissioner  of  Education,  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
catkm,  and  Welfare,  proposes  to  utilize 
the  funding  priorities  set  forth  below  In 
the  evaluation  of  unsolicited  proposals 
for  (xmtracts  to  conduct  research,  sur¬ 
veys,  and  studies  under  the  Foreign  Lan- 
giwge  and  Area  Studies  Research  Pro¬ 
gram.  Under  tills  program  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  is  authorized  to  contract  for  stud¬ 


ies  aad  surveys  to  determine  tiie  need  for 
Inefeaaed  ar  Improved  Instniotion  In 
BMdem  forelffn  languages  and  rdated 
flekkt  needed  to  provide  a  full  under¬ 
standing  of  the  areas,  regkms.  or  coun¬ 
tries  in  which  such  languagrB  are  c<mi- 
monly  used,  to  coodnet  research  on  more 
effective  methods  of  teadting  such  lan¬ 
guages  and  such  fields,  and  to  develop 
specialized  materials  for  use  In  training 
students  and  language  teachers.  Pro¬ 
posals  for  oontracts  to  (xmduct  research 
and  studies  under  the  Fcmelgn  Language 
and  Area  Studies  Research  Program  will 
be  accepted  as  uns<diclted  m^iposals  and 
be  received  and  evaluated  In  accordance 
with  the  requirements  and  evaluation 
criteria  listed  in  I  3-4.S20S-2rb)  of  the 
HEW  procurement  regulations  (41  CFR 
3-4.5203-2(b) ) .  The  proposed  priorities 
are  as  follows: 

Priority  will  be  given  to  proposals  deal¬ 
ing  with:  (1)  Ihe  tarparation  of  spe¬ 
cialized  Instructkmal  material  particu¬ 
larly  for  languages  which  are  not  widely 
taught  In  the  United  States  and  for 
which  there  is  no  commercial  mai^et, 
and  for  area  studies  concerned  with  the 
non-Westem  world;  (2)  teaching  meth¬ 
odology,  and  more  specifically  methodol¬ 
ogy  which  apiffies  linguistic,  peycholln- 
gtdstic  and  sockdlngxiistlc  theories  to 
projects  which  can  thereby  be  expected 
to  Increase  our  understanding  of  second 
language  acquisition  and  improve  teach¬ 
ing  and  learning  methodology;  and  (3) 
conferences,  studies,  and  siuweys  to  as¬ 
sess  the  state  of  the  art  oi  foreign  lan¬ 
guage  and  area  studies  in  the  United 
States,  to  determine  new  directions  as 
needed,  to  Identify  priority  needs  for 
specialized  materials,  and  to  observe  na¬ 
tional  trends  through  surveys  of  enroll¬ 
ments  and  degree  requirements. 

For  the  information  of  applicants,  the 
criteria  listed  in  S  3-4.5203-2  (b)  of  the 
HETW  Procurement  Regrulatlon  Include: 

(1)  The  overall  scientific  and  technical 
merit  of  the  proposed  effort; 

(2)  Hie  potential  contribution  which 
the  proposed  effort  is  expected  to  make 
to  ^ecific  program  obJectlve(8) ,  if  sup¬ 
ported  at  this  time; 

(3)  The  unique  capabilities,  related 
experience,  facilities.  Instrumentation, 
or  techniques  which  the  offeror  pos¬ 
sesses  and  offers,  and  which  are  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  Integral  factors  tor  achiev¬ 
ing  the  scientific,  technical,  or  tech¬ 
nological  obJectiveCs)  of  the  proposal; 
and 

(4)  The  unique  qualifications,  capa¬ 
bilities,  and  experiences  of  the  proposed 
principal  Investigator  and/or  key  per¬ 
sonnel. 

For  the  further  Information  of  iq;>pll- 
cants,  unsolicited  proposals  under  the 
HEW  procurement  regulatkms  (41 
C:FR  3-4.5202-1  (b) ) .  must  Include  the 
following  Information : 

(1)  Name  and  address  of  the  organi¬ 
sation  or  Individual  submitting  the  pro¬ 
posal; 

(2)  Date  of  preparation  or  submis¬ 
sion; 

(3)  Type  of  organlaation  (profit,  non- 
pr(ffit,  edncstlcmal,  other) ; 
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(4)  Concise  title  and  clear  and  con¬ 
cise  abstract.  ExtensiTe  material  should 
be  included  only  in  appendtoes; 

(5)  An  outline  and  discussion  of  the 
purpose  of  the  proposed  effort  or  ac¬ 
tivity,  the  method  of  approach  to  the 
problem,  and  the  naiture  and  extent  of 
the  anticipated  results; 

(6)  Names  of  the  key  personnel  to  be 
Involved,  brief  biographical  informa¬ 
tion,  including  principal  publications 
and  relevant  experience:  ^ 

(7)  Proposed  starting  and  completion 
dates; 

(8)  Equipment,  facility,  and  person¬ 
nel  requirements ; 

(9)  Proposed  budget,  including  sepa¬ 
rate  cost  estimates  for  salaries  and 
wages,  equipment,  expendable  supplies, 
services,  travel,  subcontracts,  other  di¬ 
rect  costs  and  overhead; 

(10)  Names  of  any  other  Federal 
agencies  receiving  the  unsolicited  pro¬ 
posal  and/or  fimding  the  proposed  ef¬ 
fort  or  activity; 

(11)  Brief  description  of  the  offeror's 
facilities,  particularty  those  which  would 
be  used  in  the  propos^  effort  or  activity; 

(12)  Brief  outline  of  the  offeror’s  pre¬ 
vious  woiir  and  experience  in  the  field; 

(13)  A  ciurent  financial  statement 
and,  if  avallaUe,  a  descriptive  Intx^hure; 

(14)  Period  for  which  unsolicited  pro¬ 
posal  is  valid; 

(15)  Names  and  telephone  numbers 
of  offeror’s  primary  business  and  tech¬ 
nical  personnel  whom  the  agency  may 
contact  during  evaluation  and/m:  nego¬ 
tiation; 

(16)  Identification,  on  the  cover 
sheet,  of  technical  data  which  the  of¬ 
feror  intends  to  be  used  by  HEW  for 
ev8duatk>n  piuposes  only  (see  41  CFR 
3-1.353(c)) ;  and 

(17)  Signature  of  a  re^nsible  offi¬ 
cial  of  the  proposing  organization  of  a 
pers<m  authorised  to  contractually 
obligate  such  organization. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions  or 
objections  regarding  the  proposed  areas 
of  funding  priorities  to  Fordgn  Language 
and  Area  Research  Program,  Bureau  of 
Postsecondary  Education,  UB.  Office  of 
Education,  Room  3928, 7th  and  D  Streets 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Comments 
received  in  response  to  this  notice  will 
be  available  for  public  Inspection  at  the 
above  office  on  Mondays  through  Fridays 
between  8:30  am.  and  4:30  p.m. 

V  All  relevant  material  must  be  received 
not  later  than  April  14, 1975. 

(20  UJS.C.  512) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.4SS;  Rgher  Education — Foreign 
Language  and  Area  Beaearch  Program) 

Dated:  February  16, 1975. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

V.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

Approved:  March  11, 1975. 

CSSPAX  W.  Wezkbexokk, 

Seeretarv  of  Health.  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

[FB  Doc.75-e788  Filed  S-13-75;8:4S  am]  • 


FOREIGN  LANGUAGE  AND  AREA 
STUDIES  RESEARCH  PROGRAM 

Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of  Proposals 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  In  section  602 
of  Title  VI  of  the  National  Defense  Edu¬ 
cation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (20  U.S.C. 
512) ,  pnmosals  will  be  acc^ted  for  con¬ 
tracts  imder  the  Foreign  Language  and 
Area  Studies  Research  Program.  Under 
this  program  the  Commissioner  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  contract  for  studies  and  sur¬ 
veys  to  determine  the  need  for  increased 
or  Improved  instruction  in  modem  for¬ 
eign  languages  and  related  fields,  to  con¬ 
duct  research  on  training  methods  for 
use  in  such  languages  and  fields,  and  to 
develop  specialized  materials  for  use  in 
training  students  and  language  teachers. 

Proposals  for  such  contracts  win  be 
treated  as  unsolicited  proposals  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Subpart  8-4.52  of  the  HETW 
procurement  regulations  (41  CFR  3- 
4.52) .  However,  since  the  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation  Intends  to  fund  these  cwitracts 
from  fiscal  year  1975  ftmds  and  since  pro¬ 
posals  for  such  contracts  must  be  eval¬ 
uated  and  negotiated,  time  constraints 
make  it  impracticable  to  award  such  con¬ 
tracts  to  applicants  whose  applications 
are  received  by  the  Office  of  Education 
after  April  15,  1975.  Therefore  proposals 
must  be  received  by  the  UJ3.  Office  of 
Educaitlon  Application  Ctontrol  Center  on 
or  before  April  15, 1975. 

A.  Proposals  sent  by  mail.  A  proposal 
sent  by  mall  should  be  addressed  as  f<n- 
lows:  U.S.  Office  of  Education,  Applica¬ 
tion  Control  Center,  400  Maryland  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202,  Atten¬ 
tion:  13.486.  A  proposid  sent  by  mall  win 
be  considered  to  be  received  on  time  by 
the  Application  Control  Center  if: 

(1)  The  proposal  was  sent  by  regis¬ 
tered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than  the 
fifth  calendar  day  prior  to  the  closing 
date  (or  if  sudi  fif^  calendar  day  is  a 
Saturday,  Sunday,  or  Federal  holiday, 
not  later  than  the  next  following  busi¬ 
ness  day) ,  as  evidenced  by  the  U.S.  Pos¬ 
tal  Service  postmark  on  the  wrapper  or 
envel(me,  or  on  the  original  recel^  from 
the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  proposal  is  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  the  closing  date  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  mall 
rooms  in  Washington,  D.C.  (In  estab¬ 
lishing  the  date  of  receipt,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  win  rely  on  the  time-date  stamp 
of  such  mail  rooms  or  other  documentary 
evidence  of  receipt  maintained  by  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
W^are  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education.) 

B.  Hand  delivered  proposals.  A  propo¬ 
sal  to  be  hsmd  delivered  must  be  taken 
to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  Applica¬ 
tion  Control  Center,  Room  5673,  Region¬ 
al  Office  Building  Tliree.  7th  and  D 
Streets  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Hand  de¬ 
livered  proposals  win  be  accepted  daily 
between  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4  p.m. 
WMhlngton,  D.C.  Ume  except  Saturdays. 
Sandays  or  Federal  hoUda^.  Proposals 
will  not  be  aoo^ted  after  4  p.m.  on  the 
closing  date. 


C.  Program  information..  Information 
may  be  obtoined  fnxn  the  Foreign  Lan¬ 
guage  and  Area  Research  PtxiflTam,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Fostsecondaiy  Educi^km,  UJB. 
Office  of  Education,  Boom  3923.  7th  and 
D  Streets  SW,.  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

(Catalog  of  FMaral  Domaatta  Aaalatanoa 
Number  18.486,  mgber  Education — Foreign 
Language  and  Area  Research  Program) 

Dated:  February  7, 1975. 

T.  H.  Bell. 

IJ.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 
[FR  DOC.7S-6784  Filed  S-1S-76;8:4S  am] 


SUPPLEMENTARY  EDUCATION  CENTERS 
AND  SERVICES 

Special  Programs  and  Pro|ecta; 

Closing  Oste  for  Raceipt  of  AppHcations 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  section  306 
of  Title  m  of  the  Elementaty  and  Sec¬ 
ondary  Education  Act  of  1965.  as 
amended  (20  XJJBXJ.  844b),  appUeations 
are  being  accepted  from  local  education 
agencies  for  projects  which  make  “a  sub¬ 
stantial  contribution  to  the  solution  of 
critical  educational  problems  common  to 
all  or  several  States." 

Amillcations  must  be  received  by  the 
U.S.  Office  of  Education  Application  Con¬ 
trol  Center  on  or  before  April  25,  1975. 

A.  Applications  sent  by  mail.  An  appli¬ 
cation  sent  by  mail  should  be  addraseed 
as  follows:  U.S.  Office  of  Education,  Ap¬ 
plication  Cmitrol  Center,  400  Maryland 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202,  At¬ 
tention:  13.518.  An  application  sent  by 
mail  win  be  considered  to  be  received  on 
time  by  the  Api^ication  Control  Center 
If: 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by  regis¬ 
tered  or  certified  mall  not  later  than  the 
fifth  calendar  day  prior  to  the  cloiring 
date  (or  if  such  fifth  calendar  day  is  a 
Saturday,  Sunday,  or  Federal  holiday, 
not  later  than  the  next  following  busi¬ 
ness  day) ,  as  evideneed  by  the  UB.  Pos¬ 
tal  Service  postmark  on  the  wrapper  or 
envelope,  or  on  the  original  recet^  from 
the  UB.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  Tlie  application  is  received  on  or 
befmw  the  closing  date  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health.  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  mail 
rooms  in  Washington.  D.C.  (In  estab- 
lidbing  the  date  of  receipt,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  will  rely  on  the  time-date  stamp 
of  such  mail  rooms  or  other  documentary 
evidence  of  receipt  maintained  by  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  or  the  UB.  Office  of  Education) . 

B.  Hand  delivered  applications.  An  ap- 
pUcatian  to  be  hand  delivered  must  be 
ti^en  to  the  UB.  Office  of  Education  Ap¬ 
plication  (Control  Center,  Romn  5673,  Re¬ 
gional  Office  Building  Three,  7th  and  D 
Streets  SW..  Washta«ton.  D.C.  Hand  de¬ 
livered  applications  will  be  accepted  daily 
between  the  hours  of  8:00  am.  and  4.^ 
pjn.  WashingUm,  D.C.  time  except  Sat- 
imlays,  Sundays,  or  Federal  holidays.  Ap¬ 
plications  win  not  be  aoo^ited  after  4:00 
pjn.  on  the  closing  date. 
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C.  Program  information  and  forms.  In- 
formatl(m  and  application  forms  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Division  of  Supple¬ 
mentary  centers  and  Services.  Bureau  of 
School  Systems,  Office  of  Education, 
Room  3616,  7th  and  D  Streets  SW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20202  or  the  Elemen¬ 
tary  and  Secondary  Education  Act,  Title 
m.  Office  of  your  State  Department  of 
Education. 

D.  Applicable  regulations  and  criteria. 
The  regulations  applicable  to  this  pro¬ 
gram  include  the  Office  of  Education 
General  Provisions  Regulations  (45  CFR 
Part  100a)  and  regulations  which  were 
published  in  the  Fedbkal  Registes  on 
February  26,  1975  at  40  FR  8176.  Addi¬ 
tional  funding  criteria  for  Fiscal  Year 
1975  are  being  published  In  this  issue 
the  Federal  Register  and  are  proposed 
to  be  used  In  determining  the  selection 
and  funding  of  grant  awards. 

(20  UJ3.C.  844b) 

(Catalog  at  Federal  D(»ne8tic  Assistance  No. 
13.516,  Preachoc^  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education — Special  Programa  and  Projects 
(Title  m.  Section  306) ) 

Dated:  February  24.  1975. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

[PR  Doc.75-6789  PUed  3-13-75:8:45  am] 


PubUc  Health  Service 

HEALTH  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions,  end 
Deieg^^s  of  Authority 

Part  3,  Health  Services  Administration, 
of  the  Statement  of  Organization,  Func¬ 
tions.  and  Delegatlcms  of  Authority  of 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  is  hereby  amended  to  re¬ 
flect:  the  increased  onphasis  on  the 
work  planning  and  the  manpower  man¬ 
agement  functions  assigned  to  the  Office 
of  Planning,  Evaluation,  and  Legislation 
(3AA5) ;  the  transfer  of  responsibility  for 
the  Op^tional  Planning  System  frcxn 
the  Office  of  EvaluatUm  and  Operational 
Planning  (3AA505)  to  the  Office  oi  kCan- 
power  Managunent  (3AA5()4) ;  and  the 
changing  of  the  name  of  the  Office  of 
Evaluation  and  Operational  Planning 
(3AA505)  to  the  Office  of  Evaluation 

3-B  Organization  and  Func- 
tkm”  is  amended  by  replacing  the  current 
organization  and  function  statements 
with  revised  statements  for  the  following 
HSA  organizations: 

Office  of  Planning,  Evaluation  and 
Legislation  (3AA5) .  Under  the  directlcm 
of  the  Associate  Administrator  for  Plan¬ 
ning,  Evaluation,  and  Legislation,  vrtio  is 
a  member  of  the  Administrator's  im¬ 
mediate  staff:  (1)  Serves  as  the  Admin¬ 
istrator’s  primary  staff  unit  and  prin¬ 
cipal  source  oi  advice  on  program 
planning,  program  evaluation,  woiii 
planning,  regulaticm  develofunent,  leg¬ 
islative  affairs,  and  manpower  manage¬ 
ment;  (2)  develops  in  cidlaboration  with 
financial  management  staff  the  kmg- 
range  program  and  financial  i^an  for 
the  Administration;  (3)  oversees.  In 


(3AA505). 

^‘Secticm 


coordination  with  the  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health,  com¬ 
munications  between  HSA  and  higher 
levels  of  govemmeot  (including  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  and  Con¬ 
gress)  on  all  matters  that  Invc^ve 
long-range  plans,  manpower  manage¬ 
ment.  the  regulation  devel(K>ment  proc¬ 
ess,  evaluatkMis  of  program  perform¬ 
ance,  or  legislative  affairs;  (4)  devti- 
ops  long-range  goals,  objectives,  and 
priorities  for  HSA;  (5)  directs  all  activi¬ 
ties  within  HSA  which  have  the  goal  of 
comparing  the  costs  of  the  agency’s  pro¬ 
grams  with  their  benefits.  Including  the 
preparation  and  implementation  of  com¬ 
prehensive  program  evaluation  plans; 
(6)  oversees  the  development  of  annual 
operating  objectives  and  coordinates 
HSA’s  work  planning  system;  (7)  directs 
all  the  legislative  affairs  of  HSA,  includ¬ 
ing  the  development  of  legislative  pro¬ 
posals  and  a  legislative  program;  (8)  acts 
as  the  focal  point  in  HSA  for  the  prep¬ 
aration.  development,  and  monitoring 
of  program  regulations;  (9)  conducts 
policy  analyses  and  devel(H>s  policy  posi¬ 
tions  in  programmatic  areas  for  HSA; 
and  (10)  plans,  directs  and  coordinates 
HSA  manpower  management  activities.. 

Oflce  of  Manpower  Management 
(3AA504).  (1)  Assists  and  supports  the 
Administrator  and  Bureau  Directors  in 
effective  management  of  HSA  manpower 
resources;  (2)  plans,  ffirects  and  coordi¬ 
nates  HSA’s  manpower  management  pro¬ 
gram;  (3)  supervises  the  (H>eration  of  the 
HSA  manpower  management  system  in¬ 
cluding  the  manpower  deployment  and 
utilization  system,  the  work  measure¬ 
ment  and  productivity  tracking  system, 
the  future  manning  needs  forecasting 
system,  and  the  manpower  budgeting 
system;  (4)  Integrates  manpower  anal¬ 
yses  with  the  preparaticm  of  agency  for¬ 
ward  plana  and  annual  budget  submis¬ 
sions;  (5)  conducts  special  studies  and 
analjrses  of  manpower  utilization  pro¬ 
ductivity  and  future  manning  require¬ 
ments;  (6)  serves  as  the  focal  point  in 
HSA  fm:  manpower  management  and 
analysis  efforts;  (7)  Interprets  PHS  and 
Departmental  policy  In  this  area  lox 
HSA;  (8)  oversees  HSA’s  work  lAanning 
system;  and  (9)  coordinates  HSA’s  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  Department’s  OPS  sys¬ 
tem. 

Office  of  Evaluation  (3AA505).  (1) 
Serves  as  the  Administrator’s  primary 
staff  unit  and  principal  source  of  advice 
on  program  evaluation;  (2)  oversees 
cmnmunlcations  between  HSA  and 
l^her  levds  oi  government  on  all  mat¬ 
ters  that  involve  evaluations  of  program 
performance;  (3)  maintains  liaison  with 
other  Federal  and  non-Federal  health 
agmciee  on  matters  within  its  area  of 
responsibility;  (4)  directs  aU  activities 
within  HSA  which  have  the  goal  of  com¬ 
paring  the  costs  of  the  Agency’s  pro¬ 
grams  with  their  benefits;  (5)  identifies 
for  the  Administrator  any  missing  pro¬ 
gram  performance  data  required  for  use 
in  the  management  and  direction  of  HSA 
programs;  (6)  pr^^ares  and  implements 
ocanprdienslve  program  evaluation  stra¬ 
tegies  to  obtain  needed  evaluative  data; 


1 


(7)  monitors  ongoing  Information  sys¬ 
tems  which  produce  evaluative  data 
about  the  Ag«icy*s  programs;  (8)  per¬ 
forms  analyses  of  the  impact  of  Agency 
programs  on  spedflo  groups  within  the 
populaticm  including  minorities;  and 
(9)  coordinates  HSA’s  public  use  reports 
clearance  fimction. 

Dated;  March  7, 1975. 

JOHK  OtTINA, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 

(FR  Doc.75-676a  FUed  8-13-75:8:45  am] 


[Part  8] 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTES  OF  HEALTH 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions,  and 
Delegations  of  Authority 

Part  8  (formerly  Part  9,  National  In¬ 
stitutes  of  Health)  of  the  Statement  of 
Organization.  Functions,  and  Delega¬ 
tions  of  Authority  of  the  D^iartment  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  is 
amended  to  change  the  title  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Neiuologlcal  Diseases 
and  Strdie  to  National  Institute  of  Neu¬ 
rological  and  Communicative  Disorders 
and  Stroke.  The  statemait  for  the  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Neurological  Diseases 
and  Stroke  should  be  rd>laced  by  the  fol¬ 
lowing  statement: 

-  National  Institute  of  Neurological  and 
Communicative  Disorders  and  Stroke 
(8S) .  Conducts,  fosters,  and  supports  re¬ 
search  and  research  training  on  the 
causes,  prevention,  diagnosis,  and  treat¬ 
ment  of  neurological,  sensory,  communi¬ 
cative,  and  muscle  disorders  through: 
(1)  Intramural  collaborative  research  in 
its  own  laboratories,  branches,  and 
clinics,  and  through  contracts,  (2)  re¬ 
search  grants  to  scientific  Institutions 
and  to  individuals,  (3)  Individual  and 
institutional  research  training  awards  to 
Increase  trained  professional  research 
manpower  in  neurological  and  communi¬ 
cative  fields;  and  (4)  cooperati<m  with 
various  i^:encles  in  collecting  and  dis¬ 
seminating  educational  and  Informa¬ 
tional  material'  related  to  neurological 
and  cmnmunlcative  disorders. 

Dated:  March 7, 1975. 

John  Ottina, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 

[FBDoo.75-6761  Filed  8-18-75:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 

AIRPORTS  DISTRICT  OFFICE  AT 
OKLAHOMA  CITY,  OKLAHOMA 

Change  of  Geographical  Area  of 
Responsibility 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Janu¬ 
ary  13,  1975,  the  Airports  District  Office  . 
at  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma,  assumed 
Jurisdiction  of  the  State  of  Aricansas.  as 
wdl  as  the  State  Oklahoma.  Services 
to  the  general  putdic  of  the  State  of  Ar- 
formerly  provided  by  the  Air¬ 
ports  District  Office,  Fort  Worth,  Texas. 
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are  provided  by  the  Airports  District  Of¬ 
fice  in  Oklahoma  City. 

Address: 

Oklahoma  City  Airports  District  Office 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
FAA  Building,  Boom  304 
Wiley  Post  Aliport 
Bethany,  Oklahoma  73008 

Issued  in  Port  Forth,  Tex.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  14, 1975. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Director. 

Southwest  Region. 
|FR  Doc.76-6676  FUed  S-18-76;8:46  am] 


CONCORDE  SUPERSONIC  TRANSPORT 
AIRCRAFT 

Public  Hearings  Regarding  Draft 
Environmentaf  Impact  Statement 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
will  hold  a  public  hearing  in  Washington, 
D.C.,  on  April  14,  1975  and  in  Queens, 
New  York  on  April  18. 1975,  on  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  pre¬ 
pared  in  ccmnection  with  a  proposal  by 
British  Airways  and  Air  France  to  amend 
their  operations  specifications  to  permit 
those  carriers  to  conduct  limited  com¬ 
mercial  air  service  to  and  frcxn  the 
United  States  with  the  Concorde  airplane 
imder  Part  129  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  129).  These 
hearings  are  for  the  pinpose  of  assist¬ 
ing  the  FAA  in  making  a  determination 
on  the  proposal  and  will  afford  Interested 
persons  the  opportunity  to  present  views, 
data  and  arguments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
stance  and  issues  associated  with  this 
proposal  and  Identified  in  the  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement. 

The  hearing  in  Washington,  D.C.,  will 
be  conducted  in  the  Auditorium  on  the 
Srd  floor  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration  Building,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  conven¬ 
ing  at  9:30  a.m. 

The  hearing  in  Queens  will  be  con¬ 
ducted  in  the  Queens  Playhouse,  Flush¬ 
ing  Meadow  Park,  Flushing,  New  York, 
convening  at  9:30  a.m. 

The  hearings  will  be  informal  in  nature 
and  will  be  condix:ted  by  a  designated 
representative  of  the  Administrator.  The 
hearings  will  not  be  evidentiary  or  Judi¬ 
cial  in  nature.  There  will  be  no  cross- 
examination  or  other  adjudicatory  pro- 
cedme  applied  to  the  presentations. 
However,  interested  persons  wishing  to 
make  rebuttal  statffinents  will  be  given 
an  opportunity  to  do  so  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  presentations  in  the  same  order  in 
which  the  initial  statements  are  made. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  at¬ 
tend  the  hearings  and  to  participate  by 
making  oral  or  written  statements.  Writ¬ 
ten  statements  should  be  submitted  in 
duplicate  and  will  be  made  a  part  of  the 
record.  Persons  wishing  to  make  oral 
statements  at  one  of  the  hearings  must 
notify  the  FAA  and  indicate  at  which 
hearing  they  wish  to  speak  and  the 
amount  of  time  required  for  their  initial 
statements.  Presentations  will  be  sched¬ 
uled  on  a  first-come-first-served  basis,  as 
time  may  permit.  Requests  to  be  heard 
should  be  addressed: 


Director,  Flight  Standards  Service  (AFS-1) 
Attention:  Concorde  KIS 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW. 

Washington,  D.0. 30691  « 

In  the  event  that  there  is  response  to 
this  notice  that  exceeds  the  time  allotted 
to  either  hearing,  that  hearing  will  be 
continued  an  additional  day. 

In  addition,  persons  not  participating 
in  the  hearings  are  invited  to  submit 
relevant  written  comments  to  the  same 
address. 

The  closing  date  for  submitting  com¬ 
ments  is  May  6,  1975. 

A  transcript  of  the  hearings  will  be 
made  and  anyone  may  purchase  a  copy 
of  it  from  the  reporter. 

A  limited  number  of  the  draft  impact 
statements  will  be  available  at  the  hear¬ 
ing.  Also,  the  draft  impact  statement  can 
be  review^  at  the  Coimcil  on  Environ¬ 
mental  Quality,  722  Jackson  Place  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  FAA  Re¬ 
gional  Office,  Federal  Building,  JFK  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  Jamaica,  New  York. 
Copies  may  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Atten¬ 
tion:  AFS-1  (Concorde  EIS),  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20591. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  11,  1975. 

F.  A.  Meister, 

Acting  Associate  Administrator 
for  Policy  Development  and 
Review. 

[PR  Doc.75-6861  FUed  3-13-76:8:45  am) 


Federal  Railroad  Administration 

RAILROAD  OPERATING  RULES 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463,  86  Stat.  770)  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  Railroad  Operating  Rules 
Advisory  Committee  will  meet  on  Tues¬ 
day,  April  8,  1975  in  Room  5332,  Nasslf 
Building,  400  Seventh  Street  NW..  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  at  9  a.m. 

The  Committee  was  established  to  pro¬ 
vide  advice  to  the  Federal  Railroad  Ad¬ 
ministration  concerning  solutions  to 
problem  arecw  involving  the  operating 
rules  of  the  nation’s  railroads. 

The  agenda  for  this  meeting  will  in¬ 
clude  a  discussion  of  issues  Involved  in 
the  use  of  radio  communications  within 
the  railroad  industry.  In  addition,  the 
Committee  will  review  accident  materials 
and  discuss  the  need  for  and  means  of 
improving  Rule  99  of  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads’  Standard  Code. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Any  member  of  the  public  who  wishes  to 
file  a  written  statement  with  the  C?om- 
mittee  will  be  permitted  to  do  so.  Under 
a  procedure  established  by  the  Commit¬ 
tee,  persons  submitting  written  state¬ 
ments  are  requested  to  provide  15  copies 
to  provide  distribution  to  each  of  the 
Committee  members.  Members  of  the 
public  who  wish  to  make  prepared  oral 
presentations  should  Inform  the  Office  of 


the  Chief  Counsel,  Federal  Railroad  Ad¬ 
ministration  (202)  426-0767  at  least  5 
days  prior  to  the  meeting  if  possible  and 
reasonable  provision  will  be  made  for 
their  appearance  on  the  agmida.  Time 
will  also  be  provided  mi  the  agenda  for 
public  comment  with  respect  to  the  dis¬ 
cussions  during  the  meeting. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  and  dupli¬ 
cation  during  regular  business  hours  in 
the  Office  of  Chief  Counsel,  Federsd  Rail¬ 
road  Administration,  Room  5101,  Nassif 
Building,  400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
7, 1975. 

Asaph  H.  Hall, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
(Committee  Chairman) . 

[FR  Doc.75-6739  FUed  3-13-75;8:46  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  No.  37499] 

AIR  NAURU,  NAURU/TRUST  TERRITORY/ 
GUAM/OKINAWA/JAPAN 

Postponement  of  Prehearing  Conference 
and  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  at  the 
request  of  counsel  for  the  impUcant,  to 
which  the  Bureau  of  Operating  Bights 
has  indicated  it  has  no  objection,  the 
prehearing  conference  and  hearing  pre¬ 
viously  scheduled  in  this  case  for 
March  18, 1975  (40  FR  8587,  February  28, 
1975),  has  been  postponed  to  April  15, 
1975,  at  10  a.m.  (local  time)  in  Room  503, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  hearing  will  be  held  immediately 
following  conclusion  of  the  prehearing 
conference  unless  a  person  has  objected 
or  shown  reason  for  postponement  pur¬ 
suant  to  notice  previously  given. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  10, 
1975. 

[SEAL]  William  A.  Kane,  Jr., 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.76-6804  Filed  3-13-76;8:45  am] 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMEN- 
TATION  OF  TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

CERTAIN  MAN-MADE  FIBER  TEXTILE 

PRODUCTS  PRODUCED  OR  MANUFAC¬ 
TURED  IN  HAITI 

Market  Disruption  Information 

March  7, 1975. 

On  March  3, 1975,  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  8850)  a 
notice  dated  February  28,  1975  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agreements  ad¬ 
vising  that  on  February  27,  1975,  the 
United  States  Government,  in  further¬ 
ance  of  the  objectives  of,  and  under  the 
terms  of,  the  Arrangement  Regarding  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  in  Textiles,  done  at 
Geneva  on  December  20,  1973,  had 
requested  the  Government  of  Haiti,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Articles  3  and  6  of  the  Arrange¬ 
ment,  to  enter  into  consultations  con¬ 
cerning  exports  to  the  United  States  of 
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man^nade  fiber  textfle  products  In  Cate¬ 
gories  114.  lit.  118  and  lit.  produced  or 
manufactured  In  BaltL  Tlw  notloe  fur¬ 
ther  advleed  that  If  no  eolutiop  Is  mu¬ 
tually  agreed  upaa  by  the  two  gorem- 
ments  within  rixty  (80)  days,  entry  or 
withdrawal  from  warriumee  for  con- 
siunption  of  man-made  fiber  textile  prod¬ 
ucts  in  categories  114.  lit.  118  and  229. 
produced  or  manufactured  in  Haiti  and 
exported  to  the  United  States  during  the 
twelre-month  period  which  began  on 
Fetaitary  27.  1975.  may  be  restrained  at 
lerris  eiik^  are  sret  to  be  determined. 

There  is  published  below  market  dis¬ 
ruption  information  relating  to  each  of 
the  aforementioned  categories.  Any  party 
wishing  to  express  a  view  or  provide  data 
or  Infonnatlon  with  respect  to  these  cate¬ 
gories  is  Invited  to  submit  such  in  ten 
o^les  to  Mr.  Alan  Polansky.  Acting 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the  Im- 
I^ementatlon  of  TextUe  Agreemetfts  and 
Aettng  Deputy  Aastetant  Secretary  for 
Resources  and  Trade  Assistance,  n.S. 
Department  of  Cmnmerce.  14th  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue  NW..  Room  3826,  Wash- 
Ingkm.  D.C.  10230.  To  raable  timely 
conalderation.  comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  at  the  eartiest  date  possible,  but 
no  later  than  April  14.  1975. 

Views,  data  or  information  submitted 
under  this  procedure  win  be  available 
for  pid)lic  Inspection  at  the  Central  Ref¬ 
erence  and  Records  Inflection  Facility. 
UH.  Dfutftment  of  Commmxe.  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue  NW..  Room  7043. 
Washington,  D.C.  20230  and  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  written  request  pursuant  to 
the  Freedom  of  Informatkai  Act,  5  UH.C. 
552  (1979),  as  amended.  Pub.  L.  No. 
93-602  (November  21. 1974)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  of  the  Department  of  Ckuu- 
merce  (15  CFR  Part  4  (1974) ) .  Whenever 
practicable,  public  comment  may  be  in¬ 
vited  concoming  views,  ccxnments  or  in¬ 
formation  received  from  the  public  which 
the  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements  considers  fiiMro- 
priate  for  further  consideration. 

The  scdieltation  of  comments  on  mar¬ 
ket  disruption  or  any  other  matter  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  notice  is  not  a  waiver  in 
any  respect  of  the  exemption  contained 
in  5  UHX;.  5S3(a)(l)  and  554(a)(4) 
(1970)  relating  to  matters  which  consti¬ 
tute  “a  foreign  affairs  function  of  the 
united  States.” 

AI.AH  POUmSKT, 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee 
for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements:  and  Act¬ 
ing  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  far  Resources  and  Trade 
Assistance.  U,S.  Department 
of  Commerce. 

llAUCKT  CoNsinoiu  at  thx  X7A.  Appabki, 
Indubtkt 

ni«  United  States  f>perd[  Industry  Is  In  a 
depreased  state. 

Tbm  Federal  Baserve  Board  production  In¬ 
dex  lor  spparti  products  tn  November  1974 
was  down  14  percent  from  a  year  earlier. 

Total  onployment  In  tbe  apparel  Industry 
declined  In  Jantmry  1976  to  1,206,000,  down 
176,000  or  12  percent  from  January  1974.  and 
tlia  lowest  since  May  1901. 

Unemployment  In  the  f>parel  Industry  In- 
eresssd  to  17.6  percent  for  January  1976,  com¬ 


pared  with  lOA  percent  tee  the  earns  month 
a  year  earlier. 

Average  boon  worked  for  thcae  employed 
declined  to  24.1  hours  In  January  1272  com¬ 
pared  with  S5J  hours  In  January  1974. 

CatueoxT  214 — Olovks  asto  Mrmnrs 

The  Import/production  ratio  for  man¬ 
made  fiber  gloves  end  mittens  Increased  from 
172A  percent  In  1967  to  an  estimated  288 
paroest  In  1974. 

Imports,  after  dn^ping  from  S.7  million 
doaen  pairs  in  1987  to  2.7  mlMlon  doxen  pairs 
In  1971,  increased  by  63  percent  to  4.1  million 
doeen  pairs  In  1973.  Imports  were  S.6  million 
doeea  pain  In  1974. 

After  a  decline  In  Imports  of  glo^co  xud 
mlttsDs  from  Haiti  duiiog  the  first  eight 
months  of  1974.  shipments  Increassd  by  27.6 
percent  from  266A24  doaen  pairs  for  the  year 
ending  September  1974  to  326.786  dosen  pairs 
for  the  year  ending  December  1974.  Haiti  is 
the  fourth  largest  exporter  of  man-made  fiber 
gloves  and  mittens  to  the  United  States.  Of 
the  three  larger  exporters,  Taiwan  and  Hong 
Kong  have  agreed  to  restrain  thalr  shlp- 
mente.  and  the  other  oonntry  Is  scheduled 
for  negotiations. 

Tbe  dF  value,  Including  lmp<»^  duties,  of 
Imports  of  knit  gloves  averages  612  per  down, 
23  percent  lower  then  the  domestic  juice  of 
212  JMT  doaen  and  at  the  same  price  level  as 
Imports  from  Hong  Kong.  (Annex  B) 

Domestic  production  drop|>ed  by  24  jiercent 
from  2J.  million  doaen  pairs  In  1967  to  1.8 
million  doaen  pairs  In  1971.  After  a  slight 
Increase  In  1972,  production  further  de¬ 
creased  to  1.6  million  doaen  jMtirs  In  1973  and 
Is  eettmatod  to  he  12  million  doaen  pairs  In 
1974. 


CsTasoav  219— Cmr  Smars 

Ihe  Import/productton  ratio  for  man-made 
fiber  knit  shirts  Is  sethnated  at  822  percent 
In  1974.  up  from  602  percent  tn  1967. 

ImjxirtB  Increased  firom  2  million  doaen  in 
1967  to  182  million  doaen  In  1974. 

ImjMrte  from  Haiti  of  knit  shfrte  Increased 
by  398  jjercent  from  61,104  doaen  for 
year  1973  to  264,400  doeen  for  calendar  year 
1974.  This  cemjisres  to  an  Increase  In  total 
VS.  Imjxjrts  In  this  category  of  62  percent, 
from  17,061,127  doeen  to  18,180,563  dozen,  for 
the  same  period.  Haiti  Is  the  ninth  largest  of 
an  exjjcrters  to  the  United  States.  Of  those 
countries  exjMjrttng  knit  shlrte  to  the  United 
States,  Taiwan.  Korea,  Singapore.  Japan  and 
Hong  Kong  are  presently  restraining. 

The  GIF  vslua.  Including  Import  duties,  of 
imports  of  this  category  from  Haiti  ranged 
from  26  per  dozen  for  ehndren*s  shirts  to  $35 
j>er  dozen  for  men's  shlrte.  These  jirices  are 
substanttally  below  the  domestic  jwlces  for 
eomparahls  Items,  and  are  also  below  tbe 
value  of  ooaqMrable  products  being  Imported 
from  Hong  Kong.  Korea  and  Taiwan.  (Annex 
B). 

Domsstle  prodiictlon  rose  from  6  million 
doeen  In  1967  to  22.3  million  doeen  In  1973. 
Prodnctlon  In  1974  Is  estimated  at  32.5  million 
dozen,  or  2  i>ercent  lees  than  in  1973. 

Employment  In  January  1976  was  down  7.8 
I>ercent  from  Jannary  1974.  (Employment  In¬ 
cludes  men's  and  boys'  shirts  and  nightwear 
and  women's  and  misses'  blouses  and  waists.) 

V.8.  saf  lsissr«i  tf  dMa,  Isf,  SMiiMUn^ 

M*sua  tenems  us 


V.S.  j>r«duttion  and  hnporU  af  floaea,  caiffory  tH 


(1,000  dosen] 


[1,000  doien  pairs] 


Year 

Production 

Imparts 

Ratio 

1907 . 

kia 

8,088 

172.8 

1908 . 

2;  201 

8,280 

142.9 

1909 _ _ 

2,171 

8,714 

171.0 

1970 . 

2,014 

8,800 

107.1 

WTl . 

1,61« 

2,706 

107.4 

1972 . 

1.700 

8,480 

201.4 

1978 _ 

1.452 

4,186 

284.8 

MfM. _ 

>1,260 

1,001 

>288.0 

tEsthnatsd. 

U2.  iriMral  imparU  a!  men-made  fUberjAoatt  and  mitUnt 
fram  Haiti  and  major  tuppliert,  Oatafory  tl4 

[In  dosens  e(  psirs] 


Imports  from  Haiti 

liontb 

Year  - 

Monthly  Year  ending 

Dsoambec _  1972  _  87,004 


Do . 

...  1972  _ 

166,115 

_  M74 

84,532 

218,430 

Inly _ 

_ 1974 

26,618 

3i()^967 

August . 

...  1974 

85,791 

259,788 

■aptsmlMr - 

...  1974 

18,976 

266,623 

OstotMT _ 

_  ir4 

28,708 

174,274 

November _ 

...  1974 

87,808 

204,432 

DeewntMT _ 

...  1974 

42,938 

825,965 

Imports  (Irom  major  sapidlets 


Calendar 
year  1978 

Year  ending 
May  80, 1974 

Year  ending 
Dee.  81, 1974 

Total  an 
esnntrlas... 

4,184,908 

4,180,472 

8,000,679 

Hidti  _ - 

296,116 
1, 868,  BOO 

n),2l« 

478,727 

208,489 

1.480^916 

910,208 

6ia6r 

825,785 
1. 188, 206 
N7,lll 
181.906 

Tstwmi . 

Hong  kong - 

Boraoe;  TQ  2210. 


Tear 

Prodooflon 

hnporta 

Ratio 

1907 _ 

k03S 

2,044 

60.5 

1908 . 

klTB 

kill 

18.8 

1960 _ 

_  ktel 

kSM 

68.7 

1970 _ 

_  8,711 

k82g 

08.3 

1171 . 

11.921 

11,728 

18.4 

1972 . 

._  20,088 

16,47& 

77.0 

1978 _ 

2^808 

17,081 

78.2 

1974 . 

>2^800 

18,  ni 

>80.8 

•Estimated. 

VJS.  tentrat  imparta  tf  man-mada  fiber  knd  akkta,  aOur 
fram  HaMt  and  major  aappHera,  eatefary  tl9 

[In  dosens] 


Importa  tram  Haiti 

Month 

Tear  '■ 

Monthly  Year  ending 

Deoembw _  1972  _ _  2,156 


1974 

26,912 

129,865 

July . 

1974 

88,769 

162,741 

N74 

21,6(n 

182;i58 

1974 

18,801 

107,403 

1974 

24,882 

217,382 

1974 

24,061 

289,420 

December _ 

1974 

22,068 

264,400 

Country 


Imports  from  major  aoppliers 


CalatMlar  Tear  endtac  Year  ending 
y«ar  1978  June  1974  Dee.  1974 


Total  sB 
eounUiea.... 

17.061.137 

16,420,018 

18,180,558 

81,104 

4,718,776 

8,841,275 

2,488,097 

i.«a.ni 

888,170 

2801,481 

129.800 

354,400 

4,  skim 

hSS 

046,828 

818,810 

6,966,878 

8,099,722 

BIngapars - 

2.864.960 

1.717.960 

Hons  Kong _ 

Thailand _ 

Brad.  . 

1.708,191 

808,390 

408,177 

Medoo _ _ 

864.838 

418,  MO 

487,002 
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Oatwkat  228 — ^WOVXM  BLonsn 

Th*  tmporVprodttotlon  ratio  for  m»n*made 
fibar  woTon  blou—  IneroMed  from  9.7  per¬ 
cent  In  1087  to  18.7  percent  in  1972»  and 
declined  to  17B  percent  In  1974. 

Importe  Increaaed  from  628,<X>0  doaen  In 
1967  to  2.9  million  dozen  In  1971.  In  1971, 
the  United  Statee  negotiated  bilateral  agree- 
mente  with  major  man-made  liber  apparel 
exporting  cotmtrtee,  and  Importe  declined  to 
1.4  million  dozen  In  1974. 

Importe  from  Haiti  Increased  by  62.1  per¬ 
cent  from  87,278  dozen  for  calendar  year 
1073  to  141,620  dozen  for  calendar  year  1974. 
This  compares  to  a  decrease  of  6.9  percent  In 
UH.  Imports  from  all  countries  In  the  cate¬ 
gory  from  1,546,064  dozen  to  1,438,672  dozen 
for  the  same  period.  Haiti  Is  the  fourth  larg¬ 
est  of  all  exporters  to  the  United  States.  The 
three  largest  exporters,  Korea,  Taiwan,  and 
Hong  Kong  have  agreed  to  restrain  exports  to 
the  United  States. 

The  CIP  value.  Including  import  duties,  of 
Imports  of  this  category  ftom  Haiti  ranged 
from  $2  per  dozen  for  children's  blouses  to 
$26  per  dozen  for  women’s.  These  prices 
are  substantially  below  the  domestic  prices 
for  comparable  items  and  are  also  below  the 
value  of  comparable  products  being  imported 
from  Hong  Kong,  Korea  and  Taiwan.  (Annex 
B) 

Domestic  production  Increased  from  5.4 
million  dozen  in  1967  to  8.6  million  dozen  in 
1973.  Production  in  1974  Is  estimated  at  8.1 
million  dozen,  or  6  percent  less  than  in 
1973. 

Employment  in  January  1976  was  down  7.7 
percent  from  January  1974.  (Employment  in¬ 
cludes  only  women’s  and  misses’  blouses  and 
waists.) 

U.S.  proiuetUm  and  import*  of  teotmn'*,  girl*'  and  infant*, 
blouit*,  woven,  category  tid 

(1,000  dozens] 


Year  Production  Imports  Ratio 


1907 .  8,442  528  9.7 

1968  .  7,283  828  11.4 

1969  .  7,699  1,643  21.8 

1970  .  7,506  2,852  88.0 

1971  .  7,152  2,900  4a  5 

1972  .  8,371  1,568  18.7 

1978 .  8,480  1,545  18.2 

1974 .  >8,100  1,439  >17.8 


1  Estimated. 

V.S.  general  import*  of  manrtnade  fiber  bloti*e*,  not  knit 
from  Haiti  and  major  tupplier*,  category  m 

[In  dozens] 


Imports  from  Haiti 


Month 

Year 

Monthly 

Year  ending 

December . 

..  1972 

28,986 

Do . 

..  1978 

87,278 

June . . 

..  1974 

27,889 

189,611 

July . . 

..  1974 

4,040 

136,009 

August . . 

..  1974 

14,785 

142,573 

September...... 

..  1974 

18,487 

151,821 

October . . 

..  1974 

11,478 

143,587 

November...... 

..  1974 

1,724 

139,682 

December....... 

..  1974 

8,003 

141,. >29 

Imports  frem  major  suppliers 

Country  Calendar  Year  ending  Yeareodlrw 
year  1978  June  80, 1974  Dec.  81,  U74 


Total  an 


countries...  1,545,064  1,406,292  1,438,672 


Haiti . .:  87,278  189,611  141  629 

Korea . .-  48^864  46^  622  4^425 

Taiwan .  212,624  902,972  282,921 

Hong  Kong....  220;643  168,078  167,490 


CATXGoaT  229 — Coatb,  Woven 

The  Import/production  ratio  for  man¬ 
made  fiber  woven  coats  Increased  from  3.4 
percent  in  1967  to  66  percent  In  1972  and 
declined  to  46  percent  In  1974. 

Im^rts  Increased  from  159,000  dozen  In 
1967  to  2.7  mlUion  dozen  In  1973  and  2.2 
million  dozen  In  1974. 

Imports  from  Haiti  of  woven  coats  in¬ 
creased  by  207  percent  from  31,026  for  calen- 
dMT  year  1973  to  96,194  dozen  for  calendar 
year  1974.  ’This  compares  to  a  decrease  of  17 
percent  in  U.S.  Imports  of  this  category  from 
all  countries  from  2,653,762  dozen  to  2,202,065 
dozen,  for  the  same  period.  Haiti  is  the  ninth 
Iso^est  of  all  exporters  to  the  United  States. 
Seven  countries  control  the^  exports  of 
woven  coats  to  the  United  States.  They  are 
Korea,  Singapore,  Hong  Kong,  Tbiwan,  Japan, 
Malaysia,  and  Macao.  Four  others  are  sched¬ 
uled  for  negotiations. 

The  CIF  value,  including  Import  duties, 
of  Imports  of  this  category  from  Haiti  ranged 
from  $6  per  dozen  for  children’s  coats  to  $96 
per  dozen  for  men’s  Jackets.  ’These  prices  are 
substantially  below  the  domestic  prices  for 
comparable  Items,  and  are  also  below  the 
value  of  compfu'able  products  being  Imported 
from  Hong  Kong,  Korea  and  Taiwan.  (An¬ 
nex  B) 

Domestic  production  increased  from  4.7 
million  dozen  in  1967  to  6  million  dozen  In 

1973,  and  declined  to  4.9  million  dozen  in 

1974. 

Employment  in  January  1976  was  down 
12.7  percent  from  January  1974.  (Employ¬ 
ment  includes  men’s  and  boys’  and  women’s 
and  misses’  suits  and  coats.) 


U.S.  production  and  import*  of  coat*,  woven,  category  tt8 
[1,000  dozens] 


Year 

Production  Imports 

Ratio 

1967 . 

4,663 

1.59 

3.4 

1968 . 

4,623 

530 

11.5 

1969 . 

4;  244 

1,825 

31.2 

1970 . 

41981 

1,865 

37.4 

1971 . 

41618 

2,126 

46.0- 

1972 . 

4,501 

2,522 

56.0 

1973 . 

4,951 

2,654 

53.6 

1974 . 

>  4,900 

21203 

1  45.0 

>  Estimated. 


V.S.  general  import*  of  man-made  fiber  coat*,  not  knit  from 
Haiti  and  major  tupplier*,  category  tt9 

[In  dozens] 


Imports  from 
Haiti 


Month 

Year 

Monthly 

Year  ending 

_  1972 

14,833 

31,025 

Do . 

..  1978 

June . 

..  1974 

7,857 

61,536 

July . 

..  1974 

6,811 

65,947 

August . 

..  1974 

10,611 

72,001 

September...... 

..  1974 

3,128 

71,845 

October . . 

..  1974 

9,986 

79,264 

November . 

..  1974 

9,675 

86,987 

December . 

...  1974 

11,128 

96,104 

Imports  frum  major  suppliers 

Country - 

Calendar  Year  ending  YearMidlng 
year  1078  June  30, 1974  Deo.  81, 1974 


Total  all 

oountries...  2,653,762  2,238,527  2,202,065 


Haiti .  81,025  61,536  96,194 

Korea .  677,477  472,679  616,622 

Singapore .  879, 108  301, 156  244, 166 

Taiwan. .  810,289  264,429  245,218 

Hong  Kong .  284,598  236,517  201,879 

PhUmpines .  92,4.55  161,312  189,995 

Thailand .  176,585  152,349  166,549 

Mexico .  81,681  108,923  148,628 

Colombia. .  47,694  104,002  120,139 
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FdeaaHiBa  MbBm  pw  4mh| 

Ml 
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TWm  UM 

MMlWo 

94 

3U 

OlffvM  (eia  Iran  ivMgdMtaB 
KnltaartK 

n 

U  = 

- ^  .. - 

n 

Mco’t... - 

■-» 

ssm 

9B-M 

»49 

«-6i 

WanMn*a - - - 

9447 

16-94 

S7-4i 

■ 

» 

nW  Mid  -  -  .. 

BlonatK 

6-» 

S-M 

IS 

ts-is 

3481 

WmiMn'k.... _ .  - za 

U-75 

- 

39-45 

39-10 

B 

330 

CHrV  and  fedWti'  -  -  _3 

Coate  and  iMkatK 

S-t 

•-S 

n-u . 

. -= 

34-B 

- - - - 

ss-n 

M-IM 

CO-IU  .. 

99-122 

49-196 

106-196 

ia4«ao 

us-sis 

Olite’ _ 

x-sa 

44-M 

34-32 

90-40 

ue 

ChOdnn’a..  -  -  _  ■ 

S-IO 

u-ao 

16 

U-19 

96 

Non.— Import  prioM  include  eoit,  inforanoe,  Mgtit  and  doty  at  ttia  port  of  entry.  Ui^ted  Btatei  prioee  are 
o.b.  iMtory. 

(ntDoe.76-«46>niwlS-lS-7S;8:46aml  . 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BUND  AND  OTHER  SE¬ 
VERELY  HANDICAPPED  > 
PROCUREMEIfT  LIST  1975 
Proposed  Addition 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  2(a)  (2)  of  Pub.  L.  92-28;  85  SUL  79, 
of  the  proposed  addition  ol  the  follow¬ 
ing  service  to  Procurement  List  1975, 
November  12,  1974  (39  FB  39964). 

IMDUSTBIAI.  CIJUM  0783 

Grounds  Maintenance,  BonneTllle  Poerar 
Administration,  for  the  foUowing  locations: 

Keeler  Substation 
Hillsboro,  Oregon 
Oregon  City  SubstaticHi 
Sherwood,  Oregon 
Strander  Substation 
Oregon  City,  Oregon 
St.  Johns  Substation 
Portland,  Oregon 
Brush  College  Substation 
West  SaJem,  Oregon 
Forest  Grove  Substation 
Forest  Grove,  Oregon 
Albany  Substation 
Albany.  Oregon 
Chemawa  Substation 
Balnn.  Oregon 
Marlon  Substation 
StayUm,  Oregon 
McMlnnvlUe  Substation 
McMinnville,  Oregon 
Salem  Substation 
Salem.  Oregon 
Santlam  Substation 
Stayton,  Oregon 

CcKxunents  and  views  regarding  this 
proposed  additicm  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  on  or  befm^  ^rll  14.  1975. 
Communications  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Executive  Director,  C(xnmlttee  for 
Purchase  from  the  Blind  and  Other  Se¬ 
verely  Handicapped,  2009  Fourteenth 
Street  North,  Suite  610,  Arlington.  Vir¬ 
ginia  22201. 

By  the  Cwnmlttee. 

C.  W.  Fletchu, 
ExeaUive  Director. 

ITS  Doe.76-0766  FUsd  3-18-76;8:46  am] 


CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
POISON  PREVENTION  PACKAGING 

Meeting 

Notice  is  given  that  the  Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  Poison  Prevention 
Packaging  will  meet  on  Tuesday,  April 

29  (9  ajn.-5  pjn.)  and  Wednesday,  April 

30  (9  ajn.-l  pjn.)  at  the  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commisskm,  1750  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  Sixth 
Hoor  Conference  Room. 

The  Technical  Advisory  Committee 
provides  advice  and  recommendaticms  <m 
the  types  and  kinds  of  packaging  that 
wiU  protect  children  from  Injury  or  ill¬ 
ness  resulting  from  handling  or  inges¬ 
tion  of  household  substances. 

Tentative  agenda  topics  scheduled  for 
discussion  on  Tuesday,  April  29,  Include 
a  status  report  of  poison  prevention 
packaging  regulations;  compliance  ac¬ 
tivities;  a  review  of  the  National  Elec¬ 
tronic  Injury  Surveillance  System 
(NEISS)  and  how  poison  prevention  ac¬ 
tivities  fit  into  this  system.  Outstanding 
requests  for  exemption  of  certain  prod¬ 
ucts  from  poison  prevention  packaging 
regulations  are  scheduled  also  for  dis¬ 
cussion.  Presently  there  are  two  exemp- 
tl(m  requests  plaimed  for  review  by  the 
Technical  Advisory  CkMiunlttee  at  this 
meeting.  They  are  Methenamlne  Mande- 
late  made  by  Warner  CTiilcott  and  Sul- 
famethizole  and  i^enasc^yridine  hydro¬ 
chloride  made  by  E^ey  Pharmaceuticals. 

Wednesday,  April  30.  the  Committee 
will  review  the  d^nltlon  and  processing 
by  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  of 
New  Drug  Aig>llcations  and  will  discuss 
the  question  of  consumer  opposition  to 
child-resistant  packaging. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public, 
however,  space  is  limited.  Further  infor- 
matUm  conceming  this  meeting  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Consumer  Product  Safety  Oom- 


ttMon.  WAdilngton.  D.C.  20207,  tele- 
piunaQ08>  €34-7700. 

Dated:  Mferch  10.  1975. 

Bsotx  E.  Dunn, 
geeretery.  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Commission. 
fVB  Dee.75-«77e  FUed  8-lS-75;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

RETAIL  DEALERS  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Change  In  Meeting  Date 

This  notice  is  given  to  advise  of  a 
change  in  date  of  the  meeting  for  the 
Retail  Dealers  Advisory  C^ommlttee.  The 
Committee  will  meet  at  9  a.m..  Boom 
3400,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.,  Friday,  March 
28,  1975,  rather  than  Monday.  March  24, 
1975,  as  previously  announce  A  notice 
of  meeting  was  published  in  the  issue  of 
March  4. 1975  (40  FR  8990) . 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
11, 1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 
Oeneral  Counsel. 

|FR  Doc.76-e678  FUed  3-11-76:10:18  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

AMERICAN  PRESIDENT  LINES,  LTD.  AND 
PORTLAND  STEVEDORING  CO. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Cmnmisison  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shirking  Act.  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  Inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Ccxnmission,  100  L  Street  NW., 
Boom  10126;  or  may  Inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
Torir,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco.  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puertio  Rico.  Comments  on  .such  agree- 
m^ts,  includtog  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  March  24,  1975. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination  or 
unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the  com¬ 
merce  of  the  United  States  Is  alleged,  the 
8tat«nent  shall  set  forth  with  particular¬ 
ity  the'  acts  and  circumstances  said  to 
constitute  such  violation  or  detriment  to 
commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  f(»rwarded  to  the  party  filing 
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the  agreement  (as  Indicated  herein¬ 
after)  and  the  statement  should  indi¬ 
cate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by; 

Robert  Ooodwln,  Ksq..  Ameitcui  rreatdaot 
Lines.  International  BuUdlng,  601  Cali¬ 
fornia  Street,  San  Francisco,  Oalifcnnla 
94108. 

Agreement  No.  T-3070,  between  Ameri¬ 
can  President  Lines.  lid.,  (APL)  and 
Portland  Stevedoring  Company  (PSC). 
an  afUiate  of  States  Steamship  Com¬ 
pany,  provides  that  PSC  will  act  as  steve¬ 
dore  at  all  ports  on  the  Oolumbia/WiUa- 
mette  Rivers  and  Oregon  Coast  for 
condilnation  breakbulk  cargo/container 
vessels  which  are  owned,  chartered  or 
controlled  by  APL,  at  rates  set  forth  in 
schedules  attached  to  and  made  a  part 
of  the  agreement. 

Dated:  March  11, 1975. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurnxt, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doe.75-679a  Piled  3-13-75;t:45  un] 


AMERICAN  PRESIDENT  LINES,  LTD.  AND 
STATES  STEAMSHIP  CO. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.8.C.814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  ofBce  of  the  Federal  Mari- 
thne  Commission,  1100  L  Eltreet  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  Ndw 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  Including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission.  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  March  24,  1975. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by 
a  statement  describing  the  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If 
a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  the  Lnited  States  is 
alleged,  the  statement  shall  set  fmrth 
with  particularity  the  acts  and  circum¬ 
stances  said  to  constitute  such  violation 
or  (Setriment  to  cmmnerce. 

A  copy  oi  any  such  statement  should 
alsa  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by : 

Robert  Ooodwln,  Bsq.,  American  President 

Linas,  mtematlonal  Building,  601  Call- 

Sornla  Street,  Ssn  Francisco,  Oallfomla 

94108. 

Agreement  No.  T-3()69,  between 
American  President  Lines,  Ltd.,  (APL) 


and  States  Steamship  Company 
(States),  provides  that  APL  will  act  as 
stevedMe  at  all  ports  <ni  Puget  Sound 
except  Beningham  for  c<miblnatlon 
breakbulk  cargo/container  vessels  which 
are  owned,  chartered  or  controlled  by 
States,  at  rates  set  forth  in  schedules 
attached  to  and  made  a  part  of  the 
agreement. 

Dated:  March  11, 1975. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurnky, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-6791  Filed  3-13-75:8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  RP72-110] 

ALGONQUIN  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Rate  Change  fhirsuant  to  Purchased  Gas 
Cost  Adjustment  Provision 

March  6. 1975. 

Take  notice  that  Algonquin  Gas 
Transmission  Company  (“Algonquin 
Gas”),  on  January  29,  1975  tendered 
for  filing  Second  Substitute  Second  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  10  and  Revised  Second 
Substitute  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  10 
to  its  FE*C  Gas  Tariff.  First  Revised  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1,  with  pnHPOsed  effective  dates 
of  January  1,  1975  and  January  2,  1975, 
respectively. 

These  sheets  are  being  filed  pursuant 
to  Algonquin  Gas’  Purchased  Gas  Cost 
Adjustment  Provision  set  forth  in  Sec¬ 
tion  17  of  the  General  Terms  and  C7on- 
ditions  of  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff.  First  Re¬ 
vised  V(Hume  No.  1.  Algonquin  Gas’  Sec¬ 
ond  Substitute  Second  Revised  Sheet  No. 
10  and  Revised  Second  Substitute  Second 
Revised  Sheet  No.  10  are  being  filed  to 
reflect  changes  in  the  cost  of  purchased 
gas  filed  by  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation  (“Texas  Eastern’*)  in  its 
proposed  effective  rates  as  of  January  1, 
1975  and  January  2, 1975. 

Algonquin  Gas  requests  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  waive  the  requisite  notice  and 
grani  special  permission  to  permit  the 
above-noted  tariff  sheets  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  on  January  1. 1975  and  January  2, 
1975,  which  will  synchronise  Algonquin 
Gas’  rates  with  those  of  Texas  Eastern 
in  time  for  its  February  7  billing  for 
January  sales. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
prated  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commissloa,  825  Neath  Qeqiitol 
Street,  NE..  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  wiUi  |§  1.8,  1.10  of  the  Com- 
misslon’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  AH  such  petitions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
March  12,  1975.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  protestants  pairties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  flUng  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6687  Filed  3-13-75;8:45  am] 


[Dockst  No.  E-SOea] 

ARKANSAS-MISSOURl  POWER  CO. 
Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

March  6,  1975. 

On  March  4,  1975,  Staff  Counsel  filed 
a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  by  order  issued  November  29,  1974, 
as  most  recently  modified  by  notice  is¬ 
sued  FelMoiary  19,  1975,  in  the  above- 
designated  matter.  The  motlixi  states 
that  the  parties  have  been  notified  and 
have  no  rejection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Serrloe  of  Staff’s  Teotanony,  April  15,  1976. 
Service  of  Intervener’s  Testimony,  May  2, 
1976. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  May  16, 1976. 
Hearing.  June  8, 1975  (10  ajn.  e.d.t.) . 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-8688  FUed  3-13-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-641 

BERKSHIRE  GAS  CO.  AND 
TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO. 

FHing  of  Complaint 

March  11,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  12,  1975, 
the  Berkshire  Gas  (TmiuNmy  (Beriishire) 
filed  in  Docket  No.  RP75-84  a  complaint 
against  its  8<de  stoiplier  of  natural  gas, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Di- 
visioa  of  Tenneao,  Inc.  (TOP).  Berk¬ 
shire’s  comi^iat  is  based  on  TGP’s  re¬ 
fusal  to  correct  aa  error  made  by  Berk¬ 
shire  in  submttiteg  the  end  use  data  to 
TGP  for  use  in  the  imidementation  of 
TGP’s  currently  efleethra  curtailment 
piitn  Berkshira  aowkends  that  TGP’s  re¬ 
fusal  (1)  violaites  ita  contract  obUgations 
to  Berkshire  to  reatHy  obvious  errors  in¬ 
volved  in  trawaaattona  under  the  service 
cmitracts,  (2)  violates  Tennessee’s  obli¬ 
gation  under  its  filed  curtailment  tariff 
to  compile  accurate  end  use  data  from 
Its  customers,  (3)  violates  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  stated  policy  that  pipelines  must 
compile  accurate  end  use  data  as  an¬ 
nounced  in  Order  No.  467-B  and  subse¬ 
quent  orders  in  othm:  curtailment  pro¬ 
ceedings,  and  (4)  is  patently  an  unjust 
and  unreasonable  practice  in  violation  of 
section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

Berkshire  states  that  in  response  to  a 
request  from  TOP,  it  provided  a  break¬ 
down  of  its  end  use  volumes.  In  so  doing 
Berkshire  states  it  erroneously  applied 
the  lnstrucU<HM  provided  by  ’TOP  in  re¬ 
gard  to  prkMl^  of  service  category  2. 
This  category  was  defined  by  TGP  as 
fiHlows: 

(2)  Large  eomnerclal  requlremente  (60 
[Mcf]  or  more  on  a  peak  day),  firm  Indus¬ 
trial  requlranente  tor  plant  protection,  feed¬ 
stock.  and  pvoeees  needs,  pipeline  eristomer 
storage  Injection  reqnWemmts  and  firm  In¬ 
dustrial  aalas  up  to  88*  mef  per  day. 

Berkshire  states  that  it  interpreted  the 
300  Mcf  daily  nmltatlcm  relating  to 
“firm  industrial  sales’’  as  applying  to  all 
of  the  proceeding  categories  of  “Indus¬ 
trial  requirements’’  enumerated  In  pri¬ 
ority  2.  This  interpretation  resulted  in 
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the  inclusion  of  three  of  Berkshire’s  large 
industrial  customers  with  firm  contracts 
for  deliveries  In  excess  of  300  Mcf  per 
day  in  prlmity  3,  even  thou^  th^r 
usage,  B^lcshire  asserts  is  fm*  “process” 
needs  for  which  no  alternate  fuel  other 
than  propane  is  technically  suitable;  and 
therefore  according  to  Berkshire  is  prop¬ 
erly  placed  in  curtailment  priority  2.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  Berkshire  requests  the  Com- 
misssion  order  TQP  to  reclassify  to  pri¬ 
ority  2  the  545,431  Mcf  which  it  asserts 
has  been  erroneously  classified. 

Berkshire  states  that  the  good  faith 
basis  of  its  error  has  not  been  disputed 
by  TGP,  and  that  the  propriety  of  the 
requested  change  is  supported  by  the 
sworn  afBdavlts  and  underlying  con¬ 
tracts  which  were  submitted  with  its 
filing. 

Additionally,  Berkshire  requests  ex¬ 
pedited  action  on  its  c<xnplaint  since,  it 
asserts,  as  a  result  oi  its  error,  it  has 
suffered  the  loss  of  substantial  volmnes 
of  gas  to  its  financial  detriment;  that 
the  period  for  commit  and  response  be 
limited  to  15  days  after  it  has  been 
noticed  by  the  Commission;  and  that  if 
relief  be  granted  it  be  prospective  only  so 
that  future  curtailments  by  TOP  will  be 
based  on  Berkshire’s  corrected  end  use 
data. 

A  shortened  notice  period  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  may  be  in  the  public  Interest. 
Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
acc(Hdance  with  9S  1.8  or  1.10  of  the 
Commissiixi’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  petiticms  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
March  19,  1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Ccmunission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  perscm 
wishing  to  bec(xne  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Ck>pies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  CcHnmission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Makt  B.  Kn>D, 
Acting  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-8679  Piled  3-11-76:10:47  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-87ia] 

CAROUNA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 
Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
March  6,  1975. 

On  March  4,  1975,  Carolina  Power  and 
Light  Company  filed  a  motirm  to  extend 
the  procedural  dates  fixed  by  (H*d»  is¬ 
sued  December  12, 1974,  as  most  recently 
modified  by  notice  issued  February  7, 
1975,  in  the  above-designated  matter. 
The  mc^on  states  that  the  parties  have 
been  notified  and  have  no  objecticm. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Sanrioe  oC  Clompany’s  Testlmixiy,  April  11, 
1976. 


Swvloe  of  Staff’s  Testimony,  July  11,  1976. 
Hearing,  July  33,  1976  (10  am.  ejLt.). 

Kknkxth  F.'Pluhb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doo.76-6686  PUed  3-13-75:8:46  am] 


.  ( Docket  No.  CI74-134] 

CASTLE,  INC. 

Application  To  Withdraw  Abandonment  Ap¬ 
plication  and  Terminate  Proceeding  arid 
Motion  To  Be  Governed  by  Another  Rate 
Schedule 

March  6,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  24,  1975, 
Castle,  Inc.  (Applicant) ,  205  North  Main, 
Butler,  Pennsylvania  16001,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CI74-124  an  application  to 
withdraw  its  application  filed  pursuant 
to  section  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
to  abandon  the  sale  of  natural  gas  to 
Transcimtinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corpo¬ 
ration  (Transco)  in  the  La  Gloria  Field, 
Brooks  and  Jim  Wells  Coimties,  Texas, 
and  filed  in  the  same  docket  a  motion  to 
make  sales  of  natural  gas  pursuant  to 
Mobil  Oil  Corporaticm  (Operator)  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Sch^ule  No.  318  fnxn  the  La 
Gloria  Fidd  to  Natiual  Gas  Pipeline 
Company  of  America  (Natural),  all  as 
more  fUUy  set  forth  in  the  filings  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  subject  docket,  which  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

The  instant  filings  are  prompted,  ac¬ 
cording  to  Applicant,  by  t^e  settlement 
reached  in  Uie  proceeding  in  “Hilda  B. 
Weinert  and  Jane  W.  Blumberg,  et  al.,” 
in  Docket  No.  0-2730,  et  al.  Applicant 
states  that  it  has  entered  into  a  contract 
dated  November  7, 1974,  with  Transco  to 
sell  gas  in  the  La  Gloria  Field,  and,  there¬ 
fore,  desires  to  withdraw  its  i4>Pllcatlon 
for  abandonment  of  sale  to  Transco. 

Applicant  also  reasserts  its  request 
that  the  Conunission  Immediately  grant 
its  motion  to  have  its  sales  in  the  La 
Gloria  Field  to  Natural  be  governed  by 
Mobil’s  rate  schedule  in  lieu  of  H.  H. 
Phillipps,  Jr.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  3.  Applicant  filed  said  motion  on 
January  9,  1974,  in  the  instant  docket. 
By  order  of  Jime  24,  1974,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  ruled  that  it  would  consider  Appli¬ 
cant’s  interest  in  the  La  Gloria  Field 
sale  to  Transco  covered  by  Mobil’s  rate 
schedule  pending  Issuance  of  authorisa¬ 
tion  to  abandon  the  sale  in  Docket  No. 
CI74-124.  Applicant’s  sales  to  Natural 
however,  continue  to  be  governed  by  the 
Phillips  rate  schedule.  Applicant  con¬ 
tends  that  its  present  Interest  would  be 
better  served  if  such  sales  were  governed 
by  the  rate  filings  of  Mobil  as  operator 
of  the  La  CHoria  Field. 

Applicant  states  that  both  it  and 
Mobil  have  executed  amendments  to  the 
existing  contracts  with  Natural  in  the 
same  form  and  that  both  Applicant  and 
Mobil  are  selling  to  Natural  on  the  same 
contractual  basis.  Applicant  contends 
that  no  piupose  would  be  served  by  post¬ 
poning  authorization  for  Applicant  to  be 
governed  by  the  rate  filings  of  Mobil  for 


sales  to  Natural  until  final  outcome  of 
the  proceeding  in  the  instant  docket. 

T^  Phillips  rate  schedule  consists  of 
a  contract  dated  September  12,  1947,  un- 
d«:  which  Applicant  originally  sold  gas 
to  Transco  from  the  La  Gloria  Field  at  a 
rate  of  13.03921  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65 
psla. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  to  withdraw  abandonment 
application  and  said  motion  to  be  gov¬ 
erned  by  another  rate  schediile  should  on 
or  before  March  27,  1975,  file  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  p>rac- 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10). 
All  protests  filed  with  the  Commission 
will  be  considered  by  It  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  putlcipate  as  a  party  In  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

'  [PR  Doc.75-6689  Piled  8-13-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  ID-1758] 

CHARLES  T.  FISHER,  III 
Initial  Application 

March  7,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  24,  1975, 
Charles  T.  Fisher,  m  (Applicant)  filed 
an  initial  application  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  pursuant  to  section 
305(b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold 
ttie  following  positions: 

Director,  The  Detroit  Edison  (Company,  Pub- 

Uc  Utility. 

Director,  Oeneral  Motcn^  Corp.,  Public 

UtUlty. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March  20, 
19'75,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10). 
All  protests  filed  with  the  Commission 
will  be  considered  by  it  In  determining 
the  appn^riate  action  to  be  taken  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Persons  wish¬ 
ing  to  become  parties  to  a  proceeding  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 
The  apidlcation  is  (m  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  available  for  public  Inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plxtmb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6690  PUed  8-13-76:8:46  am] 
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[Docket  Kos.  BPTS-eS.  PaA76-«] 
COLUMBM  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Purchased  Gat  Cost  Account 

March  6, 1975. 

Take  notice  ttiat  Columbia  Oas  Trans¬ 
mission  corporation  (Columbia)  on 
February  M,  1975,  tendered  for  filing 
proposed  changes  in  its  FPC  Gfui  Tariff, 
Orlcdnal  Vc^ume  No.  1  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  April  1, 1975,  as  follows: 

Twenty-first  Bevlsed  Sheet  No.  16 
Serenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  64A 
Xleventh  Bevtaed  Sheet  No.  64B 

These  proposed  changes  are  being  made 
pursuant  to  Columbia’s  Purchased  Oas 
Cost  Adjustment  provision  contained  in 
section  20  of  the  Oeneral  Terms  and 
CondlUons  of  lU  FPC  Oas  Tariff.  Origi¬ 
nal  Volume  No.  1,  and  Opinion  698-H 
which  permitted  a  one-time  q;>eclal  PGA 
filing.  Columbia  states  that  the  rate  ad¬ 
justment  provides  for  increased  costs 
of  gas  purchased  of  $06,257,259  annu¬ 
ally,  which  the  surchiuve  provides  for 
the  recovery  of  deferred  purchased  gas 
costs  of  $17,001,447  over  the  five-month 
period  A]^.  1975,  through  August,  1975. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  company’s  jurtedlctional  customers 
and  interested  state  commlssionB. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
IMKitest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  NOrth  Capitol 
Street  NE..  Washington.  IXC.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  il  1.8  and  1.10  ot  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  AU  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  March  18,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of 
this  ffllng  are  on  file  with  the  Commis- 
sion  and  are  available  for  pubUc 
inspection. 

—  Kennxth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6682  PllKl  3-ia^76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CF79-804} 

C0LUM6U  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORF. 

AND  TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION 

CORP. 

PetMen  To  Amend 

March  7. 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  20, 1975, 
Columbia  Gee  TransmlaBlaa  Corporation 
(Ckdumbla),  PCX  Boa  1273.  CTiarleston, 
West  Virginia  25325,  and  T^xas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  (TETCO) , 
PO.  Box  2521,  Houston,  Texas  77001, 
filed  in  Do(±et  No.  c:P7a-304  a  joint 
petitloQ  to  amend  the  order  issued  in 
ttie  subject  dodcM;  pursuant  to  section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act  so  as  to 
authoriaed  the  exchange  of  natural  gas 
between  the  two  companies  at  additional 
delivery  points,  all  as  more  fully  set 


forth  in  the  petition  to  amend,  whMi 
la  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  poMle  infection. 

Petitioners  are  authorised  hi  the  sub¬ 
ject  docket  to  exchange  gas  and  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  facilities  for  such 
occhanges  and  have  ea<di  filed  the  ap¬ 
plicable  exchange  agreraient  as  i)art  of 
their  respective  tariffs. 

By  the  Instant  petition  Columbia  and 
TETCO  propose  to  exchange  gas  by 
delivering  gas  to  one  or  more  of  their 
jpint  customers  for  the  account  of  the 
other.  Petitkmers  propose  to  make  such 
d^veries  through  mutual  dispatching 
arrangements  among  Columbia,  TETCO 
and  the  joint  customer  or  customers. 
Deliveries  of  gas  to  any  Joint  customer 
would  not  exceed  the  total  deliveries  of 
gas  that  TETCO  and  Columbia  are  au¬ 
thorized  to  deliver  to  that  joint  cus¬ 
tomer  on  that  day.  The  joint  customers 
include  E^uitaUe  Oas  Company.  Eliza¬ 
bethtown  Oas  Company.  National  Oas 
and  Oil  Cofporation  and  the  .Penn  Fuel 
Ckw  Companies.  The  petition  to  amend 
states  that  no  additional  facilities  are 
required  in  order  to  make  such  deliveries. 

The  petition  further  states  that  the 
exchmiges  of  natiuul  gas  and  the  con- 
structioa  and  operation  of  the  faculties 
previously  authorized  in  the  Instant 
docket  were  designed  to  serve  as  a  pro¬ 
tective  measure  to  Insure  continuity  of 
service  to  customers  served  by  both  Co¬ 
lumbia  and  TETCO  and  that  the  addi¬ 
tional  exchange  points  proposed  herein 
win  give  Columbia  and  TETCO  added 
flexibility  in  making  the  exchanges 
provide  added  assurance  of  contintiity  of 
service  to  customers  served  by  both  Co¬ 
lumbia  and  TETCO. 

Any  iierson  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
March  21.  1975,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordcmce  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  cm  1.8  or  I.IO)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Oas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commiaskm  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  actl<m 
to  be  taken  but  wUl  not  serve  to  make 
the  izrotestanta  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as 
a  peurty  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petittoQ  to  Intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’^  rules. 

Kknhxth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-66e9  Fled  8-lS-75;8 :46  am] 


[Docket  No.  S-9309] 

CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

TarHI  Change 

March  7.  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  3.  1975, 
Consiuners  Power  Company  (Consum¬ 
ers)  tendered  for  filing  its  Certtfleate  of 
Concurrence  with  the  conciurent  filing 


by  TheDetruM  Edlsoa  Company  (Detroit 
Edison)  of  a  new  Interconnection  Agree¬ 
ment  between  Consumers  Power  and  De¬ 
troit  ErtMon  as  one  party  (Mlchifan 
Companies)  and  Ontario  Hydro  (Hydro) 
as  the  other  party.  Consumers  states 
that  the  new  Agreement,  dated  Janu¬ 
ary  29,  1975,  cancels  and  supersedes  an 
earlier  Agreement  between  the  same 
parties  that  was  dated  May  23, 1969.  The 
former  Agreemost  was  designated  Con¬ 
sumers  Power  Company  Export  Rate 
Schedide  FPC  No.  24  and  Detroit  Edison 
Export  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  13. 

Consumers  further  states  that  the  new 
Agreem^t  has  the  effect,  based  on  ac¬ 
tual  transactkms  between  tbe  parties 
during  the  12  months  ending  Decem¬ 
ber  1974,  of  Increasing  payments  by  the 
Michigan  Conmunies  to  ^dro  for  Ca¬ 
pacity  Power  by  $1A  million,  or  20  per¬ 
cent  and  for  aiort-Term  Power  by  $3 
million,  or  7  percent. 

Consumers  alleges  that  the  new 
Agreement  is  Intended  to  establish  rates 
for  Capacity  and  Short-TCrm  Power  that 
will  more  adequately  reflect  current 
fixed  charges  related  to  generation  and 
transmission  facilities  as  well  as  to  allow 
recovery  of  the  out-of-pocket  costs  as¬ 
sociated  with  su]K>IyiDg  energy  under 
the  Agreement. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  on  The 
Detroit  Edison  Company,  Ontario  Hydro 
and  the  Michigan  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  Agreement  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washhigton,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  SI  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  March  20,  1975.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  win  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
Agreement  are  on  file  with  the  commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion.  (Order  No.  487. 38  FR  19667,  July  26. 
1973) . 

E^rjimith  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-8481  FUmI  S-13-75;8:46  am] 


[Docket  Noa  CP74-827.  CT73-136.  CP74-aia] 

DISTRIGAS  CORF.  AND  DISTRtGAS  OF 
MASSACHUSETTS  CORF. 

Extonskm  of  Timo 

March  6,  1975. 

On  March  4,  1975,  Distrlgas  Corpora¬ 
tion  smd  Distrlgas  of  Masssuihusetts  Cor¬ 
poration  filed  a  motkxi  to  extend  the  pro¬ 
cedural  dates  fixed  by  notice  issued  Fdb- 
ruary  28,  1975.  in  tbe  above-designated 
matter.  The  modem  states  that  the  par¬ 
ties  have  been  notified  and  have  no 
objection. 
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Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hovby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  In  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  ot  Companj**  Direct  Oese,  ICaroh  37, 
1976. 

Hearing,  April  1, 1975  (10  am.  e.(l.t.) . 

Kemheth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  DOC.7&-6686  FUed  3-13-75;8:45  am] 


{Docket  No.  RP76-70J 

EQUITABLE  GAS  CO. 

Order  Initiating  Hearing 

March  10,  1975. 

On  January  9, 1975,  Euitable  Qas  Com¬ 
pany  submitted  a  letter  to  Mr.  Lorin  H. 
Drennan,  Jr.,  the  Commission’s  Chief 
Accoimtant,  requesting  that  further  con- 
sideraUcm  be  given  to  Equitable’s  request 
for  approval  to  transfer  an  amount  of 
$11,576,206  from  the  accumulated  pro¬ 
vision  for  depreciation  to  retained  earn¬ 
ings.  The  requested  adjusting  >entry  is 
proposed  to  compensate  for  allegedly 
excessive  depreciation  charges  recorded 
in  the  period  1920-1939  by  a  predecessor 
company  prior  to  its  acquisition  by 
Equitable  over  20  years  ago. 

Equitable’s  request  was  originally  de¬ 
nied  by  the  Commission  by  letter-order 
of  the  Secretary  dated  Jime  11,  1974. 
Equitable’s  application  for  rehearing  of 
the  June  11  letter-order  was  denied  on 
August  8,  1974. 

Equitable  continues  to  argue  that  the 
Commission’s  rejection  of  its  proposed 
accounting  adjustment  is  improper.  In 
support  of  its  request  for  reconsideration 
of  the  matter  by  the  Commission,  Equi¬ 
table  has  included  letters  of  opinion  from 
representatives  of  The  First  Boston  Cor¬ 
poration,  Moody’s  Investors  Service,  Inc., 
Standard  and  Poor’s  Corporation,  and 
Arthur  Young  k  Company,  all  of  whom 
support  the  adjustment  prop>osed  by 
Equitable.  The  comi>any  further  enu¬ 
merates  a  series  of  argiunents  in  support 
of  the  adjustment,  among  which  the  fact 
is  that  the  propo^  entry  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Pennsylvania  and  West 
Virginia  regulatory  commissions  which 
exercise  Jurisdiction  over  the  rates  of  the 
customers  Involved. 

Based  on  our  review  of  Elquitable’s  let¬ 
ter  request,  including  the  attached  ma¬ 
terials,  we  find  that  the  arguments  made 
by  Eqiiitable  are  sufficient  to  warrant 
further  investigation  into  this  matter. 
At  the  same  time,  we  are  not  prepared  to 
make  a  final  ruling  on  the  basis  of  the 
present  sulHnittals,  which  are  in  the  na¬ 
ture  of  pleadings.  We  shall  therefore  set 
the  entire  matter  for  hearing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  9  158.7  of  the  regulations  un¬ 
der  the  Natural  C3ias  Act.  The  prior  orders 
of  June  11  and  August  8, 1974,  will  remain 
In  effect  i)ending  the  hearings  and  de- 
cisiiMi  thereon.  However  in  the  event 
the  Commission  ultimately  finds  in  favor 
of  Equitable’s  claim,  the  previous  orders 
will  be  vacated. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  necessary 
and  proi>er  in  the  public  interest  and  in 


carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Na¬ 
tural  Oas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
fipon  a  hearing  concerning  the  reason¬ 
ableness  of  the  accounting  entries  pro¬ 
posed  herein  by  Equitable  Oas  Company. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  pmsuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
particularly  sections  5,  9,  and  15  there¬ 
of,  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations,  a  piffilic  hearing  shall  be  held 
commencing  on  Jime  17,  1975,  at  10  am. 
(e.d.t.),  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  concerning  the  reasonable¬ 
ness  of  the  accounting  entries  propxxsed 
herein  by  Equitable  Oas  Company. 

(B)  On  or  before  AprU  21,  1975, 
Equitable  shall  serve  its  direct  eviden¬ 
tiary  case,  consisting  of  prepared  testi¬ 
mony  and  exhibits  in  support  of  the 
proposed  adjtistments.  The  prepared 
testimony  and  exhibits  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  staff  and  any  Intervenors  shall  be 
served  on  or  before  May  21, 1975. 

(C)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(see  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d) )  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  ini¬ 
tiated  by  this  order,  shall  conduct  such 
hearing  in  accordance  with  the  Natural 
Oas  Act,  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  and  the  terms  of  this  order. 

(D)  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  hear¬ 
ings  to  be  held  pursuant  to  this  order. 
Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
participate  in  the  hearings  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  9  1.8  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 
(18  CFR  1.8).  All  such  petitions  should 
be  filed  on  or  before  March  26, 1975. 

(E)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-6693  Filed  3-13-78:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI74-328.  CI74-381] 

FOURWAY  OIL  CO. 

Withdrawal  and  Cancellation  of  Hearing 
March  6,  1975. 

On  February  26,  1975,  Fourway  Oil 
Company  filed  a  withdrawal  of  its  appli¬ 
cation  for  abandonment  in  the  above- 
designated  matter  which  was  set  for 
hearing  by  order  issued  February  10, 
1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  9  1.11(d)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  the  with¬ 
drawal  of  the  above  application  shall 
become  effective  March  28,  1975.  The 
hearing  scheduled  for  March  11,  1975  is 
cancelled. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-6694  Filed  3-13-76;8:46  am] 


[Project  No.  2374] 

HAMMERMILL  PAPER  CO.  AND 

WATERVLIET  PAPER  CO.  INC. 

Application  for  Transfer  of  License 
March  7,  1975. 

The  Hammermill  Paper  Cmnpany  of 
Erie,  Pennsylvania,  Llc^isee  for  Project 
No.  2374 — ^Paw  Paw  River,  and  the 
Watervliet  Paper  Company,  Inc.,  of 
Watervliet,  Michigan,  filed  a  Joint  appli¬ 
cation  on  November  22,  1974,  as  supple¬ 
mented  on  January  21,  1975,  requesting 
the  transfer  of  the  license  from  Ham¬ 
mermill  to  the  WatervUet  Paper  Com¬ 
pany.  The  project  is  located  on  the  Paw 
Paw  River  in  the  CTity  of  Watervliet, 
Berrien  Coimty,  Michigan.  Correspond¬ 
ence  should  be  addressed  to  Mr.  L.  M. 
Shadduck,  Plant  Engineer,  Watervliet 
Paper  Ccrnipiany,  Inc.,  279  Paw  Paw, 
Watervliet,  Michigan  49098,  and  to 
Mr.  R.  J.  Kilgore.  Vice  President,  Secre¬ 
tary  and  General  Counsel,  Hammermill 
Paper  Company,  1540  East  Lake  Road. 
Erie,  Pennsylvania  16533. 

The  license  was  issued  to  the  Ham¬ 
mermill  Paper  Company  on  March  3, 
1965,  and  terminates  on  December  31, 
1990.  The  Licensee  merged  with  the 
Watervliet  Paper  Company  <mi  Decem¬ 
ber  1, 1958  and  emerged  as  the  surviving 
Company. 

On  October  3,  1974,  the  Watervliet 
Paper  CcHnpany,  Inc.  was  created  as  a 
new  corporate  entity.  The  Joint  appli¬ 
cation  requests  that  the  Commlraion 
approve  the  transfer  of  the  lic«ise  to  the 
new  corporate  entity,  Watervliet  Paper. 

The  Paw  Paw  River  project  consists 
of:  (1)  A  concrete  dam  approximately 
8  feet  high  and  86  feet  long  surmounted 
with  wooden  flashboards  two  feet  high 
on  steel  ways;  (2)  a  head-race  channel 
extending  from  the  dam  to  the  mill 
which  is  located  approximately  2,000  feet 
downstream  frmn  the  dam;  (3)  a  small 
forebay  pond;  (4)  a  concrete  spillway 
located  on  the  head-race  channel  about 
500  feet  upstream  from  the  mill;  (5)  a 
rack  house  or  Intake;  (6)  two  steel 
flumes;  (7)  a  powerhouse  containing  a 
446  horsepower  turbine  connected  to  a 
375  kva  generator;  and  (8)  appurtenant 
electrical  and  mechanical  facilities. 

Any  persmi  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  protest  with  reference  to  this 
application  should  on  or  before  April  14, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  pro¬ 
tests  or  petitl(xis  to  intervene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  CTommission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  considered  by  it  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  actions  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  a  proceeding.  Per¬ 
sons  wishing  to  beccxne  parties  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 
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The  appUcatloD  ts  on  file  with  the 
CiHumiKlan  and  la  available  for  public 
Inapectlon. 

KSNIflTH  F.  Pluiib, 

Secretary. 

(FB  Doo.76-e696  FUed  a-13-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  £-0023] 
INTERSTATE  POWER  CO. 
Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

March  6, 1975. 

On  March  5,  1975,  Staff  Counsel  filed 
a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  by  order  Issued  October  18,  1974, 
sued  February  6,  1975,  In  the  above- 
designated  matter.  The  motion  states 
that  the  pcuiles  have  been  notified  and 
have  no  objection. 

as  most  recently  modified  by  notice  Is- 
Upon  eonsideratlon,  notice  Is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  In  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Staff’s  Testimony,  May  30,  1076. 
Service  of  Intervenor’s  Testimony,  June  3, 
1076. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  June  17,  1076. 
Hearing,  July  1,  1076,  (10  a.m.  e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-6606  Filed  3-13-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP75-27] 

KANSAS-NEBRASKA  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

INC. 

Amendment  to  Application 

March  7,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  18, 1975, 
Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Company, 
Inc.  (Applicant),  300  North  St.  Joseph 
Avenue,  Hastings,  Nebraska  68901,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP75-27  an  amendment 
to  Its  application  filed  in  the  subject 
docket  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  requesting  authorization 
for  an  exchange  of  natural  gas  between 
Applicant  and  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Company  (El  Paso)  by  proposing  the  In¬ 
stallation  of  a  direct  connection  between 
Applicant  and  El  Paso  for  purposes  of 
balancing  any  volumetric  deficencles 
arising  from  said  gas  exchange,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  amendment 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and. 
-open  to  public  inspection. 

By  its  application  in  the  subject  docket 
filed  August  1,  1974,*  Applicant  requests 
authorization  to  exchange  with  El  Paso 
natural  gas  controlled  by  each  party  in 
the  area  of  Roger  Mills  County,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Hemphill  and  Wheeler  Coun¬ 
ties,  Texas,  by  means  of  existing  facili¬ 
ties.  Additionally,  the  application  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  balancing  of  any  volumetric 
deficiencies  that  may  occur  by  utilizing 
Applicant’s  and  El  Paso’s  existing  con¬ 
nections  to  the  Kerr-McGee  Corporation 
facilities  in  Hemphill  County,  Texas.  Ap- 


1  Notice  of  the  application  was  published 
In  the  Feduul  Reoistxx  on  August  21,  1974 
(39  FB  30303). 


plicant  explains,  however,  that  the  Kerr 
McGee  facilities  are  no  longer  available 
to  El  Paso  because  El  Paso  and  Kor  lie- 
Gee  have  terminated  a  contractual  ar¬ 
rangement.  Accordingly,  pursuant  to  an 
amendment  to  the  Gas  Exchange  Agree- 
mCTit  between  Applicant  and  El  Paso 
dated  June  17,  1974,  Applicant  proposes 
the  Installation  of  a  direct  connectlcm 
between  the  facilities  of  the  two  parties 
at  a  point  approximately  100  yards  from 
the  aforementioned  Kerr  McGee  facil¬ 
ities  and  adjacent  to  Applicant’s  exist¬ 
ing  Mesa  compressor  station  in  Hemp¬ 
hill  Coimty,  Texas. 

The  amendment  indicates  that  Appli¬ 
cant  Intends  to  install  dual  metering 
facilities  and  a  tap  valve  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $22,000.  The  amendment  further 
indicates  that  Applicant  and  El  Paso  will 
share  eqiaally  the  cost  of  the  proposed 
faclUties. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
amendment  to  application  should  on  or 
before  March  26, 1975,  file  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10) 
and  the  regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules.  Any  person  who  has  heretofore 
filed  a  protMt,  petition  to  intervene  or 
notice  of  intervention  need  not  file  again. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-6e97  Filed  3-13-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  £-9275] 

KANSAS  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Cancellation 

March  7.  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  18, 1975, 
Kansas  Power  and  Ught  Company  (E^an- 
sas)  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed  can¬ 
cellation  of  FPC  Rate  Schedule  No.  120. 
Said  rate  schedule  was  dated  January  9, 
1970,  between  Dick  Delaney'and  Kansas. 

Kansas  states  that  the  termination  of 
the  contract  was  effective  July  12,  1974. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capital 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  li  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  March  26,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 


testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petltton  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  fOT  public  inspectkm. 

Kenneth  F.  Plttmb, 
Secretary. 

[VB  Doc.75-6698  FUed  3-13-76:8:48  am] 

[Docket  No.  £-9269] 

LONG  ISLAND  LIGHTING  CO. 

Application 

March  7, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  6,  1974, 
Long  Island  Lighting  Company  (Aih)11- 
cant),  filed  an  application  pursuant  to 
section  204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
seeking  authority  to  issue  short-term  un- 
seciued  promissory  notes  in  the  aggre¬ 
gate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $175 
million  and  to  issue  commercial  paper  in 
a  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $25 
million.  All  short-term  securities  are  to 
bear  final  maturity  dates  of  September 
30, 1977. 

Applicant  is  Incorporated  imder  the 
laws  of  (he  State  of  New  York,  with  its 
principal  business  office  at  idineola.  New 
York  and  is  engaged  in  the  electrical 
utility  business  within  the  State  of  New 
York. 

The  net  proceeds  to  be  derived  from 
the  sale  of  the  notes  will  be  used  to  re¬ 
imburse  the  treasury  and  to  finance  ex¬ 
penditures  against  which  other  securities 
have  not  as  yet  been  issued  and  for  con¬ 
struction  purposes. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March 
28,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426 
petitions  or  protests  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  C!FR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Per¬ 
sons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules.  The  application  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  Is  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-6699  FUed  3-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ID-1760] 

MAURICE  J.  FELDMANN 
Initial  Application 

March  7, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  3,  1975, 
Maurice  J.  Feldmann  (Applicant)  filed 
an  initial  application  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  pursuant  to  section 
305  (b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold 
the  following  positions: 
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Vlo*  PmatHaoX,  Bortoa  Brtlia  Onnynj, 

PutHteUtmtf. 

Direetoc.  OdsmaetleutTankM BeeMe  Rrwar 

Oatnpnij,  FoMSb  tmuty. 

Dlreeteg,  Ataal*  B>c»Ute  OMapM^, 

Fi^iUTXaty. 

Boston  Uison  CoMpnny.  a  lirlassachu* 
setts  escponifeton,  is  an  operating  utility 
engaged  prlautfily  in  kbe  generation, 
transmission,  distribution,  purchase  and 
sale  of  electric  energy.  As  an  incident  to 
Its  electric  business,  the  Company  Is  en¬ 
gaged  la  the  generatioa,  (flstxlbutlon  and 
sale  of  steam. 

Connecticut  Yankee  Atomic  Power 
Company  Is  engaged  In  the  generation 
and  sale  of  riecCrlcity.  The  Company  sells 
its  entire  net  electric  output  to  its  utility 
c(»npaay  stockholden. 

The  Yankee  Atomic  Electric  Company 
Is  engaged  in  the  generation  and  sale  of 
electricity.  The  Company  sells  its  entire 
net  electrical  oii^iut  to  its  utility  com¬ 
pany  stockholdcTs. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
appUcatian  should  on  or  before  ICar^ 
25,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commtedon,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petltloBS  to  intervene  or  protests  In  ac- 
cmtlanee  with  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  iHVkctloe  and  procedtire  <18  CPB  1.8  or 
1.10) .  AH  protests  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  win  be  considered  by  it  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  wfll  not  serve  to  make  the  Protes¬ 
tants  parttes  to  the  proceeding.  Persons 
wishing  to  become  parties  to  a  proceeding 
or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein  must  file  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vale  in  accordance  with  the  Commls- 
slon’a  ndes.  The  apphcatlan  Is  on  file 
with  ttie  CommlsEion  and  available  for 
pubhc  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FB  DOC.7S-0700  Filed  3-lS-7S;8:46  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  E-8S94,  E-S4S91 
METROPOLrTAN  EDISON  GO. 

Order  Approving  Setttement  Agreements 
March  7.  1975. 

On  November  5,  1974,  the  Presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge  in  these  pro¬ 
ceedings  certified  to  ttie  Commisalon  two 
settlement  agreements,  one  related  to 
each  of  the  above  referenced  dockets. 
Notice  of  the  certification  was  issued  on 
Novendier  It,  1974,  with  comments  on  the 
certification  due  by  November  26,  1974. 
Two  commits  have  been  received,  one 
by  Staff,  the  other  by  an  intervenor,  the 
Borough  of  Kutztown.  Both  favor  the 
settlement  agreements. 

These  pRoosedtngs  invrdve  two  filings 
made  by  the  Metropolitan  Edison  Ccxn- 
pany  (Company).  The  first  was  filed 
Septonber  M,  X973,  in  Docket  No.  E^- 
83M  and  proposed  a  rate  Increase  of 
ttiCjOlt  to  Allscheny  Electric  Coopera- 
thw  (AHei^Mny).  On  November  ft,  lft73, 
the  OsmaNiwton  issaed  an  order  whl^ 
suspended  the  rate  Increaee  for  lira 
mcmths  and  ordered  the  Compeny  to  file 
a  fuel  clause  conforming  to  Opinion  No. 


68S.  The-eeooBd  fiUng  was  made  cm  No¬ 
vember  fti,  IftTS.  In  Docket  No.  E-8439  and 
propeeed  rate  Incraeeee  totaling  $1,630,- 
734  to  Herehey  Electric  Company  (Her- 
shcg)  and  lour  municipal  (uistomers,  the 
Bonoughs  of  BLutatown,  Ooldsboro,  Lewis- 
berry.  and  Boyalton.  Hershey  and  Kutz- 
town  "^«g^*  and  were  granted  the  right 
to  intervene.  On  December  7,  1973,  the 
CoDKnissloQ  suspended  the  proposed  in¬ 
crease  for  5  months  and  ordoed  the 
Company  to  file  a  fuel  clause  conform¬ 
ing  with  Opinion  No.  633.  The  OcKxunls- 
sion  also  consolidated  the  two  dockets. 
Hearings  were  held  on  August  21,  1974 
pursuant  to  Commission  order  at  which 
time  the  ixrepared  testimony  was  ad¬ 
mitted  to  the  record  and  the  hearing 
was  recessed  to  permit  settlement  dis¬ 
cussions.  After  several  conferences  the 
settlement  proixisals  were  submitted  to 
the  Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

The  pn^iXMed  setU^nent  in  Docket  No. 
E-6439  will  result  in  an  Increase  of 
$L388,298  based  on  a  1972  test  year. 
Summary  of  the  settlement  cost  of  serv¬ 
ice  is  shown  on  attached  Appendix  A.* 

A  smnmary  of  the  settlement  provi¬ 
sions  at  Docket  No.  E-8439  is  as  follows: 

Article  Z  provides  that: 

(1)  ’Hien  win  be  a  reducUMi  In  the  niun- 
ber  ci  blocks  In  the  demand  charge  from  five 
to  three; 

(2)  There  will  be  an  elimination  of  tha 
certain  restrictions  on  service  tor  resale,  re¬ 
strictions  whlcb  prohibited  tbe  resale  of  en¬ 
ergy  to  other  than  nlttmate  consumers;  and 

<3)  There  wlU  be  a  new  fuel  clause  filed, 
said  dauae  being  contained  in  tbe  agreement. 

Article  n  provides  that  there  will  be 
a  moratorium  on  new  rate  incraase  fil¬ 
ings  until  March  1.  1975,  except  that: 

(1)  Tba  company  may  file  for  a  rate  In¬ 
crease  in  a  case  where  there  are  significant 
changes  in  the  load  of  a  cxistomer  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  elimination  of  the  restrictions 
referred  to  above;  end 

(2)  Tbe  company  may  file  a  new  fuel 
clause  to  conform  with  Order  No.  517. 

Article  V  provides  that  the  settlement 
is  expressly  conditioned  (m  acceptance 
by  the  Commission  with  necessary  waiver 
of  regulations  pertaining  to  filing 
requirements. 

The  settlement  agreement  In  Docket 
No.  E-8394  provides  for  the  rates  as  orlg- 
inaily  ffed  by  the  Company.  A  summary 
of  the  settlement  cost  of  service  is  shown 
on  attached  Appendix  B.* 

The  settlement  agreement  provides 
that  thov  win  be  a  moratorhun  on  new 
rate  increase  filings  until  May  10,  1975. 
The  fori  adjustment  clause  to  be  used 
win  be  the  (me  accepted  by  Chnunission 
order  dated  January  29,  1974.  The  furi 
adjustment  clawse  differs  frcun  the  fuel 
adjustment  riansc  In  tbe  agreement  in 
E-8430  only  in  that  the  loss  factor  is  dif¬ 
ferent  doe  to  different  voltages.  The  set¬ 
tlement  is  expressly  conditioned  vpoa. 
Cnmanlsalon  acceptance  of  it. 

Our  review  of  these  settlement  agree- 
menta,  as  well  as  the  entire  record  in  this 


'Appendix  A  filed  ee  pazt  of  the  original 
doounrat. 

•Appendix  B  filed  as  pert  of  tbe  original 

dociunent. 


proceeding  indicates  tiiat  the  proposed 
settlement  agreements  aApujuet^iy  re¬ 
solve  the  Issues  raised  by  the  fi)ing»  are 
in  the  public  interest,  and  should  there¬ 
fore  be  approved  and  Hiade  effective  as 
hereinafter  ordered  and  ccmdltloned. 

TTie  Commission  finds.  ApiNroval  of  the 
settlement  agreements  certified  to  us  by 
the  Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 
in  this  proceeding  are  reasonable  and 
appropriate  in  the  puldlc  interest  in  car¬ 
rying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act. 

T?ie  Commission  orders.  (A)  The  set- 
tl^nent  agreements  certified  to  ns  by  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judi^  are 
incorporated  herein  by  reference,  ap¬ 
proved  and  made  effective  as  prodded 
by  the  provtslan  of  the  settlement 
agreements. 

(B)  Within  30  days  of  the  date  of  is¬ 
suance  of  this  order,  tbe  (Company  shall 
file  revised  tariff  sheets  consistent  with 
the  provisions  of  this  order  and  tbe  ap¬ 
proved  settlement  agreements. 

(C)  This  order  is  without  prejudice  to 
any  findings  or  orders  which  have  been 
made  or  which  will  hereafter  be  made  by 
tbe  Commission,  and  is  without  preju¬ 
dice  to  any  claims  or  ccmtentkcs  which 
may  be  made  by  the  C(xnmissl(m.  its 
staff,  or  any  party  or  person  affected  by 
this  order,  in  any  pnx;eedlng  now  pend¬ 
ing  or  hereafter  instituted  by  or  agakMt 
the  Company  or  any  perstm  or  party, 
except  as  provided  in  the  settlement 
agreements. 

<D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publicaticm  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[sealI  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-«7Dl  Filed  3-18-75:8:46  ami 


[Docket  Mo.  CPH-SOa] 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

MAR(m  7, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  18. 1975. 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Petitioner) ,  One  W<X)dward  Avenue,  De¬ 
troit.  Michigan  48226,  filed  In  Docket 
No.  CP74-302  a  petition  to  amend  the 
order  of  the  Commission  issued  in  said 
docket  on  July  22. 1974,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  by  au¬ 
thorizing  Petitioner  to  increase  the  total 
expenditure  for  ‘hudget-type*’  natural 
gas  purchase  facilities  from  $7  million  to 
$8  minion,  to  increase  the  authorized 
limitation  for  any  single  onshore  proj¬ 
ect  from  $1  miUlon  to  $1.5  million,  and 
to  increase  the  authorize  limitation  for 
a  single  offshore  project  from  $1.75  mil- 
Uon  to  $2.5  minion,  an  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  petition  to  amend  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  (ven  to 
pubUc  inspection. 

By  the  order  issued  July  22,  1974, 
Petitioner  was  granted  “budget-type” 
authorization  to  construct,  during  a 
twelve-month  perl(xl  commencing  July 
13,  1974,  and  operate  various  facilities 
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for  the  purpose  of  connecting  Into  Its 
pipeline  system,  new  sxipphes  of  natural 
gas  from  producers  auUiorlaed  to  sen  to 
Petitioner.  The  authorized  total  expend¬ 
iture  for  facilities  is  limited  to  $7,000,000 
subject  to  the  further  limltathms  that  no 
sin^  onshore  project  wUI  exceed  a  cost 
of  $1,000,000  and  no  single  offshore  proj¬ 
ect  win  exceed  a  cost  of  $1,760,000.  By 
Order  No.  522  issued  January  16,  1975, 
and  effective  February  21, 1975,  In  Dock¬ 
et  No.  RM75-2,  ^e  Commission  amended 
1 157.7  of  its  Regulations  under  the  Nat- 
ival  Gas  Act  to  authorize  the  lesser  of 
$12,000,000  or  2  percmt  of  an  Applicant’s 
gas  plant  for  gas  purchase  facilities  un¬ 
der  budget  type  authorization.  Addltion- 
aHy,  the  cost  of  facilities  therein  for  any 
single  onshcare  project  has  been  increased 
to  the  lesser  of  $1.5  mUlkm  or  25  percent 
of  the  total  budget  amount  except  that 
a  shigle  offahmre  project  is  limited  to  the 
less^  of  $2.5  milUcm  or  the  total  budget 
amount.  AppBeant  states  the  modlflea- 
tion  request^  in  this  petition  are  within 
the  limitations  prescribed  in  Docket  No. 
RM75-2  and  win  facilitate  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  various  projects  within  Peti- 
tiontf ’s  budget  authorization  which  were 
previously  precluded  due  to  limitations 
on  expenditures. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
March  25.  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission.  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  Intervene  or  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requlremcmts  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  vto- 
cedure  (18  CF&  U  or  1.10)  and  the  reg- 
ulatlons  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  AB  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  It  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Awy  penen  wtehlng  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceedlHg  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  In  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene  In  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kennkth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(TR  Dec.75-^700  PUeU  S-U-7S;a;4«  wa} 


[Doedeet  No.  £-0058 1 

MISSISSm  POWER  AND  UCHT  GO. 
Extension  of  Frocedoral  Dates 

Msbch  6^  1975. 

On  March  4,  1975,  Staff  Counsel  filed 
a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  by  order  Issued  December  20.  1974, 
In  the  above-designated  matter.  Hie  mo¬ 
tion  states  that  the  parties  have  been 
notified  and  have  no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  Is  hereby 
given  that  Che  procedural  dates  m  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  foUowa: 

Service  of  Steff’s  TWtUnony,  May  19,  1975. 
Oeiilee  of  hiterrenors  TeeCtmony,  Bfey  97, 
1979. 

Sanrtae  of  Company  Bebwttal.  June  l(k  1976. 
Hearing.  June  24,  1976  (10  aju.  a^d.!.). 

Kunsni  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,. 

[FB  Doo.76-6703  FUed  3-15-75;8:46  am] 


pSaekBS  No.  Br72-14B,  FOA  79-7] 
MfSSI96fPPI  RIVER  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

PiopesBd  Clianga  in  Rates 

Mabch  6,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Iflsslssippi  River 
Transmission  CkHrporation  (MRT)  on 
February  21.  1975  tendered  for  filing 
Twenty-Seventh  Revised  %eet  No.  3A  to 
Its  BTC  Gas  Tariff.  First  Revised  V<rfume 
No.  1  to  become  effective  March  1,  1975. 

MRT  states  that  the  Instant  filing  is 
being  made  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
MRT*8  purchased  gas  cost  adjustment 
clause  to  Its  tariff  to  reflect  rate  change 
filings  of  United  Gas  Pipe  line  Company 
(United)  and  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany  of  America  (Natural)  which  are 
being  filed  pursuant  to  the  Opinion  No. 
699-H,  Docket  No.  R389-B.  MRT  has 
been  advised  by  Uhited  that  its  filing  will 
be  made  February  21,  1975  to  become 
effective  March  1.  1975.  Natural  has  ad¬ 
vised  MRT  that  it  will  track  United’s 
February  21  filing  to  become  effective  on 
the  same  day  as  United’s  rate  ^ange. 

MRT  submitted  schedules  containing 
computations  supporting  the  rate 
(Ganges  to  be  effe^ive  Mstrch  1,  1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  In  accordance  with 
9i  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
shoiild  be  filed  on  or  b^ore  March  17, 
1975.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  dstermlnlng  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to^be- 
come  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  unless  sdeh  petitkm  has  previously 
been  filed.  Copies  of  the  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kxnvxth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-6683  FUed  8-13-78;8:45  am] 


[DoakBt  M(k  CP76-a421 
MOUNTAIN  FUEL  SUPPLY  CO. 

NoUcb  of  AppIleaVon 

Mmk:h  7.  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  24. 1975, 
Mountain  Fuel  Supidy  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant),  180  East  First  South  Street.  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84139,  filed  in  Doeket  No. 
CP75-243  an  amlicatlon  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  oi  the  Natural  Gas  Act  tor  a 
certlfleate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  Aiq^hcant  to  trans¬ 
port  gas  for  and  exchange  gas  with  (Colo¬ 
rado  Interstate  Gtas  Conmany,  a  division 
of  CcAorado  Interstate  Corporation 
(CIG),  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  a  gas 
purchase  and  exchange  agreement  be¬ 
tween  ttie  parties  dated  Jamary  2.  1975, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  appUea- 
Uon.  whlcdi  is  on  file  with  the  Conunls- 
sion  and  open  to  public  Inspection. 

The  applicatloa  states  that  CIG  lias  a 
supply  of  gas  whlidi  is  avaUable,  or  Boay 
become  available,  from  acreage  which 
CIG  controls  In  the  North  Hiawatha  Field 


Area,  Sweetwater  County,  Wyoming.  Ap¬ 
plicant  proposes  to  receive  the  gas  from 
CIG  at  an  existing  3-inch  tap  located  in 
Moffat  County,  Colorado,  on  Apidicanf s 
pipeline.  Applicant  then  will  transport 
and  redeliver  said  gas  on  a  thermally 
eqi^alent  basis  from  its  Spearhead 
Ranch  and  Antelope  Area  supplies,  which 
are  currently  connected  to  CTG’s  trans¬ 
mission  system.  Tbtal  volumes  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  average  3.400  Mcf  per  day. 

Pursuant  to  the  subject  agreement  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  a  continuing  option  to  pur¬ 
chase  25  percent  of  the  gas  tendered  by 
CIG.  the  price  for  which  gas  is  set  forth 
in  the  said  agreement. 

No  additional  facilities  are  iwopesed. 

Applicant  states  that  by  the  instant 
proposal  natural  gas  will  be  brought  to 
market  at  the  lowest  reasonabte  cost  to 
the  ultimate  consumer. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applicatloa  should  on  or  before  March  25. 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti- 
tion  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requiremeits  of  Uie  Com- 
misskm’s  rules  of  practloe  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  l.IO)  and  ttie  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.- 
10.) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  considered  by  it  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  mxut  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commisskm’s  rules. 

’Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  ai^hority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurlsdlBtion  conferred  upon  the 
FMeral  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  ttie  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commlsslona  ndes  of  praetlee  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  a  hearing  wiB  be  held  without 
farther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  api^BestloD  If  no  petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene  Is  filed  wlthbi  the  time  required 
herein.  If  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  the  msttMT  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certWteate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  aecesstty.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  Intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  tta  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedvre  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
mmecessary  for  Aimllcant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.7a-67M  FUsd  8-18-76;a;46  am] 


[Docket  Nto.  RPT4-100,  PaAT6-9] 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 
Proposed  FGA  Rate  AiQustment 

Msbcx7.  1875. 

Take  notice  tiud  on  I^braary  25, 1975. 
National  Pud  Gas  Supply  CorparaUon 
(National)  tMidered  for  filing  as  part  oi 
Its  FTC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No, 
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1,  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  4.  proposed 
to  be  effective  March  1.  1975. 

National  states  that  the  s(de  purpose 
of  this  revised  tariff  sheet  Is  to  adjust 
National’s  rates  pursuant  to  tiie  POA 
provisicm  in  section  17  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions.  National  further 
states  that  such  tariff  sheet  reflects  an 
adjustment  in  National’s  rates  of  2.99^ 
per  Mcf  on  Secmd  Revised  Sheet  No.  4. 

It  is  stated  that  copies  of  the  flling 
have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its  jurisdic¬ 
tional  customers  and  affected  state 
regulatory  cemmissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  flling  should  flle  a  petitiem 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  825  N(»*th  Cs^iitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washingtm,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  {$  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  protests  should  be  flled  on  or 
before  March  20.  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commissi<m  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  iu>propriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
flle  a  peUtim  to  intervene.  Copies  of  thin 
flling  are  m  flle  with  the  Cemmissim 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

KeNKETH  F.  PLTTlfB, 

Secretary. 

fFR  Doc.75-6684  PUed  3-13-75:8:46  am] 


[Dockot  No.  E-8883] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF 
COLORADO 

Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

March  6. 1975. 

On  March  4,  1975,  Staff  Counsel  flled 
a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  by  order  Issued  August  30,  1974,  as 
most  recently  modifled  by  notice  Issued 
January  9, 1975,  in  the  above-designated 
matter.  Hie  motion  states  that  the  par¬ 
ties  have  been  notified  and  have  no  ob¬ 
jection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  In  the 
above  matter  are  modifled  as  follows: 

Servloe  of  Staff’s  Testimony,  AprO  23,  1975. 
Service  of  Intervenor’s  TesUmony,  May  6, 
1976. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  May  20.  1975. 
Hearing,  June  3. 1975  (10  am.  e.d.t.) . 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-6706  Filed  3-13-76;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  R-389-B] 

TEXAS  PRODUCTION  CO.  ET  AL 

Applications  and  Motions  for  Rehearing, 
Reconsideration  and  Ciarification 

March  7. 1975. 

Just  and  reascmable  national  rates  for 
sales  of  natural  gas  from  wells  com¬ 
menced  on  or  after  January  1, 1973,  and 
new  dedications  of  natural  gas  to  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  on  or  after  January  1, 
1973. 


On  February  6,  1975,  Texas  Produc- 
tion  Company,  Ecee,  Inc.  and  Pinto,  Inc. 
(TEP)  and  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany  of  America  (Natural)  flled  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  rehearing  and  reconsider¬ 
ation  and  a  motion  for  reconsideration, 
respectively,  of  our  Opinion  Nos.  699-F 
and  699-1.*  On  February  14,  1975,  Pan¬ 
handle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company  and 
Trunkline  Gas  Ccxnpany  (Panhandle) 
flled  an  application  for  reconsideration 
and  clarification  of  our  Opinion  No. 
699-H.* 

Although  the  aforesaid  aiH)lications 
for  rehearing  and  reconsideration  were 
filed  within  the  thirty  day  period  after 
the  issuance  of  the  subject  orders  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  section  19(a)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,*  by  direction  of  the  Court  the 
record  in  Docket  Na  R-389-B  was  certi¬ 
fied  to  the  Court  of  Ai^>eals  for  the  Fifth 
Circuit  on  January  14,  1975.*  Con¬ 
sequently,  under  the  provisiems  of  sec- 
ti(m  19(b)  of  the  Act.  the  exclusive  ju- 
risdiction  to  modify  or  set  aside  the  or- 
'  ders  issued  by  us  in  Docket  No.  R-389-B 
is  now  vested  in  the  Court.' 

However,  insofar  as  the  applications 
and  motions  ask  for  clarification  of  the 
orders  in  Docket  No.  R-389-B  we  may 
properly  address  oursdves  to  specific 
questions  presented.  In  the  Panhandle 
application  (ip.  6-8)  specific  fact  situa¬ 
tions  are  set  forth  which  Panhandle 
states  require  clarificatiCMi  as  to  the  ap¬ 
plicability  of  the  national  rate  prescribed 
by  the  Commission  in  Docket  No.  R^89- 
B.  As  to  avoid  ambiguity  or  uncertainty 
we  shall  set  forth  the  Panhandle  ques¬ 
tions  as  poeed.  and  our  response  thereto 
immediately  following  each  question. 

Panhandle  postulates  that  • 

[elach  of  the  following  fact  situations 
invedves  cu:reage  (a)  committed  to  an 
interstate  pipeline  by  contract  prior  to 
January  1. 1973;  and  (b)  fnxn  which  gas 
was  being  sold  to  such  pipeline  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  prior  to  January  1, 
1973.”  And,  first,  it  asks  ’’[dloes  the 
higher  new  national  rate  apply  to  gas 
from: 

(1)  A  new  well  commenced  on  or  after 
January  1,  1973,  and  oonpleted  In  the  same 
reservoir  as  the  original  weU, 

A.  whwe  the  original  well  became  Incap¬ 
able  of  further  commercial  production  due 
to  watering  out,  d^etlon  or  other  Impair¬ 
ment  of  an  irrMnedlal  nature? 

B.  where  the  original  weU  is  plugged,  or 
production  from  It  le  dlaoobtlnued  beoaviae 
It  is  deemed  economically  more  beneficial  to 
produce  from  the  new  weU? 


*  Opinion  No.  699-F  was  Issued  Novem¬ 
ber  7,  1974 . FPC _ _  and  the  Or¬ 

der  Modifying  In  Part  Opinion  No.  699-F, 
to  which  Natural  directs  Its  motion  was  Is¬ 
sued  January  8,  1975,  _ _ FPC  _ _ 

Opinion  No.  699-1  was  Issued  January  7. 
1976, . FPC _ 

*  Opinion  No.  699-H  was  issued  Decem¬ 
ber  4, 1974 . FPC  . . 

*52  Stat.  831  (1938);  16  DH.C.  717r. 

*  Transmission  of  the  record  to  the  Court 
may  be  required  by  It  aftor  a  proceeding  has 
been  instituted  for  review,  under  Pub.  L.  85- 
791,  Section  3,  Augiist  38.  1968,  73  Stat.  941; 
Pub.  Ii.  89-773,  Section  S(a),  (b),  Novem¬ 
ber  6,  1966,  80  Stat.  1833;  38  UJ3.C.  3112. 

•See.  "MobU  OH  Corp.  v.  FJ.C.,”  417  UB. 
283,  310  (1974). 


C.  where  the  original  well  continues  to  be 
produced  but  a  spacing  order  is  obtained 
permitting  the  drilling  and  production  from 
the  new  well  also?” 

The  answer  to  each  of  the  questions  is: 
no,  the  national  rate  does  not  apply  be¬ 
cause  in  each  instance  the  gas  produced 
from  the  subject  reserv(^r  was  com¬ 
mitted,  or  dedicated,  to  the  interstate 
market  under  a  contract  executed  prior 
to  January  1,  1973,  and  gas  was  actually 
sold  under  that  contract  prior  to  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1973.  The  differing  fact  situations 
which  caused  the  drilling  of  the  new  well 
or  wells  is  immaterial  because  the  gas 
produced  thereby  comes  from  the  reser¬ 
voir  which  was  imder  production  prior  to 
January  1. 1973.  pursuant  to  a  pre-Janu- 
ary  1,  1973  contract  dedication. 

Second,  Panhandle  asks  if  the  national 
rate  would  apply  to  gas  from: 

(3)  A  new  completion  commenced  on  or 
after  January  1,  1973,  In  a  weU  which  was 
producing  from  a  different  reservoir  prior  to 
January  1. 1973? 

A.  Where  recoverable  gas  remains  In  the 
original  reservoir  but  It  Is  deemed  economi¬ 
cally  more  beneficial  to  oomplete  s-urf  produce 
from  the  new  reservoir? 

B.  Where  new  completion  Is  In  a  reservoir 
previously  known  to  be  productive  In  such 
acreage? 

In  each  instance  the  controlling  fact 
would  be  the  date  of  discovery  of  the  new 
or  second  reservoir  into  which  the  new 
completion  is  ccxnmenced.  Neither  the 
commencement  date  of  the  new  ccnnple- 
tion,  nor  the  fact  situations  set  forth  by 
Panhandle  would  affect  the  date  of  dis¬ 
covery  of  the  new  reservoir  itself. 

Third,  Panhandle  asks: 

n.  with'  respect  to  newly  discovered  reser¬ 
voirs  on  committed  acreage.  Opinion  No.  699- 
H  (at  page  46)  stated  In  p^: 

”We  shall  provide  that  reservoirs,  dis¬ 
covered  on  after  January  1,  1973,  as  the 
result  of  a  well  commenced  on  or  after 
January  1,  1978,  on  acreage  dedicated  to  In¬ 
terstate  commerce  In  such  a  manner  that  the 
sale  would  not  othmwlse  come  within  the 
{Novlsions  of  I  3.56a(a)  (1),  shall  be  entitled 
to  the  rate  determined  In  this  proceeding." 

In  the  ordering  provisions  of  Opinion 
No.  699-H  (at  page  86)  provisions  re¬ 
garding  newly  discovered  reservoirs  were 
added  to  1 2.56a  in  subsection  (k) .  Para¬ 
graph  (1)  thereof  specified  that  the  new 
rate  would  be  available  for  reservoirs 
“discovered  on  or  after  January  1, 1973,”  - 
upon  acreage  previously  dedicated  under 
a  contract  dated  prior  to  January  1, 1973, 
but  did  not  specify  any  commencement 
date  with  respect  to  the  well  discovering 
such  reservoir. 

•  •  *  •  • 

The  provisions  referenced  above  raise 
the  following  questions: 

(1)  Obviously  the  Cmnmlsslon  needs  to 
clarify  Its  regulations  to  r^ect  whether  or 
not  the  newly  discovered  reservoir  miist  have 
been  dlscovwed  by  a  weU  commenced  sub¬ 
sequent  to,  or  must  have  been  discovered  by 
a  weU  commenced  i^or  to.  January  1,  1973. 
As  matters  now  stand,  the  Commission  In 
said  Opinion  (at  page  46)  Indicates  the  well 
must  have  been  cmnmenoed  on  or  after  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1973,  whereas  the  referenced  letter  of 
,  January  29,  1976,  Indicates  that  the  well 
must  (or  may)  have  been  commenced  prlmr 
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to  JanufU7  1, 1073.  The  regulations  contained 
In  I  a  Jfla(k)  are  silent  with  respect  thereto. 

(3)  Farther,  ttie  Commlaeton  should  like* 
wise  clartfy  whether  or  not  It  Intended  to 
provide  in  Opinion  Mo.  000-H  that  the  words 
“wells  comnaenced"  should  mean  and  Include 
"workovers’*  and/or  ••recOTi^)letlonfi'’  •  •  •. 

Panhandle’s  questions  regarding  nrsdy 
discovered  reservoirs  are  anumg  those 
which  caused  us  to  amend  Section  2.56 
<f )  (3) .  adopted  hsr  Ordering  Paragraph 
(B)  of  Opiniem  No.  609-H,  when  we  is¬ 
sued  Opinion  No.  696-1  on  JannaiT 
1975.  Our  purpose  was  to  make  1 2Ji6(f) 
(3)  conform  to  }  2.56a(k)  (1)  which  reads 
as  follows; 

(1)  In  all  areae.  the  rate  for  natural  gas 
produced  from  a  reservoir  dlseovned  on  or 
after  January  1,  1973,  which  la  located  iqxxi 
acreage  previously  dedicated  to  Interstate 
commerce  under  a  contract  dated  prior  to 
January  1,  1973,  shall  be  determined  by  the 
date  of  discovery  aC  such  reservoir.  In  lieu 
at  the  contract  date. 

Hence,  the  date  of  commencement  of  the 
well  is  not  material. 

The  Commiaaioti  /hide.  (1>  The  joint 
appheatlon  filed  by  Trunkline  Oes  Cmn- 
pany  and  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  line 
Compemy  on  February  14,.  1975,  Insofar  as 
It  seda  elarifleation  of  Opinion  No.  699- 
H  should  be  granted. 

(2)  The  motion  for  reconsideration 
filed  by  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  filed  on  February  9,  1975,  and 
the  Api^cation  of  Texas  Prodnethm 
Company,  Ecce,  Bic.  and  Pinto,  Inc.  filed 
on  Feiwu^  6, 1975.  should  be  dtsmlsaed 
aa  not  now  being  wlthhi  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commlssinn  to  entertain. 

Tfie  ComnUuion  orders.  (A)  The  jetnt 
appUeation  filed  by  Trunkline  Oae  Com¬ 
pany  and  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  line 
Company  on  Ihbrvary  14,  1975,  insofar 
ae  it  seeks  elarlficatlon  of  Opinion  No. 
<99-H  is  granted,  and  the  lespoQ^cs 
berelnahove  set  forth  coostitiite  our  dar- 
IfleatkHi  thereof. 

(B)  The  Motion  for  Reconsideration 
filed  by  Natural  Gas  Plptitase  Company 
of  America  filed  on  Vetenary  6, 1975,  and 
the  application  of  Thna  Prodaetlon 
Company,  Ecee,  Inc.  and  Pinto,  Ine.  filed 
on  Pdbrmuy  9,  1975,  are  dtenlssed  es 
not  now  being  wttiiln  the  Jurhdlettoa  of 
the  Commission  to  snlertatn. 

By  the  Commission. 

IsulI  Kxmmith  F.  Paxm, 

Seereiart. 

[FB  Doc.7»-«715  FUed  S-1S-TS;8;45  am] 

IDodwt  No.  ID-niS) 

RICHARD  C  GERSTENBERG 
Initial  Application 

Makch  T,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  Febniary  24, 1975, 
Richard  C.  Oerstenberg.  (Awlicant) 
filed  an  Initial  application  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  305(b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  to 
hold  the  following  positions: 

Director,  The  Detroit  Edison  Obmpany,  Fub- 

Uo  DtOltg. 

Dlnct(»,  Osnsvailfotan  Cory..  PubUc  TMJUty. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  ae  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March  20. 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  peti¬ 
tions  to  Intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission's  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  lA  or  1.10). 
Ah  protests  filed  with  the  Commission 
wfll  be  considered  by  it  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Persons  wish¬ 
ing  to  become  parties  to  a  proceeding 
or  to  participate  as  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kemmeth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-e707  Filed  3-13-7S;9;46  am] 


[Project  No.  656] 

SAN  DIEGO  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Issuance  of  Interim  License 

Msbch  7,  1975. 

On  March  4,  1974,  San  Diego  Qas  A 
Electric  Company,  Licensee  for  Project 
Na  569,  located  in  the  County  of  San 
Diego,  State  of  CUlfomia.  filed  an  vph- 
cation  for  a  new  license  under  the 
cral  Power  Act  (16  UB-C.  791  ei  seq.) 
and  Commission  Regulations  thereunder 
(Part  4  and  II  19.12-16.13). 

The  license  for  Project  No.  559  was  is¬ 
sued  effective  March  5.  1925  for  a  period 
ending  March  4.  1975.  In  order  to  au- 
thorlae  the  continued  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  Project  pursuant  to 
section  9(b>  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act  (5  UB.C.  558(c) )  pending 
Commission  action  on  Licensee’s  appli¬ 
cation,  it  is  appropriate  and  In  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  iBsoe  an  interim  license 
to  Sem  Diego  Gas  A  Electric  Company, 
for  continued  operation  and  maintoiance 
of  Project  No.  559. 

Take  notice  that  aa  interim  Ilcaose  is 
iBsuf*^  to  San  Diego  Oas  A  Electric  Comr 
pany  (licensee)  under  section  9(b)  of 
the  AdminlstratlBC  Prooechure  Act  for  the 
period  March  5,  1975  to  March  4,  1976, 
or  until  the  issusmee  of  a  new  Beense  for 
the  project,  whichever  comes  first,  for  the 
continued  operation  and  Tnalntenance  of 
Project  Na  559,  subject  to  the  terms  and 
eondttioDB  of  its  present  Itcensa 

By  (Sreetlon  of  the  OommlMAwL 

KkMMXiH  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Dec.75-S70S  Filed  9-l»-78(a:49  am] 

[Dock^  No.  BF7S-49.  POA75-4] 

SOUTH  GEORGIA  NATURAL  GAS  Ca 
RevMon  to  Tariff 

MsacH  9, 187f. 

Take  notice  that  on  I^tarwaiy  21. 1975, 
South  Georgia  Natural  Gas  Company 
(South  Georgia)  tendered  for  filing  as 
part  of  Original  Vrhimie  Na  1  to  its  FPC 


Gas  Tariff  the  following  revised  tariff 
sheets: 

Eierwath  BevCsed  flheai  Mo.  tA 
Thtrty-BlxUi  Bavlaed  Sheet  Mb.  5 
nUr^-Firth  Bevlaed  Sheet  No.  9 
Twenty-Sevttath  Bevlaed  Sheet  Na  9 
Twenty-Sixth  Bevlaed  Sheet  No.  11 
nxirtteth  Bevlaed  Sheet  Na  ISB 

South  Georgia  states  that  the  above 
sheets  represent  a  rate  cJiange  undo:  its 
PGA  Clause,  such  clause  approved  to  be¬ 
come  effective  April  14,  1973,  by  Com¬ 
mission  Order  in  PPC  Dodut  Na  RP73- 
49  Issued  April  13,  1973.  The  company 
further  states  that  H  proposes  to  Inerease 
its  rates  to  Jurisdieticmal  customcn  by 
$1,439,741  for  the  purpose  oi  tracking  a 
rate  increase  filing  by  Southern  Natural 
Oas  Company  (Southern).  The  Instant 
fiMng  will  inerease  South  Georgia’s  over¬ 
all  cost  (ff  gas  by  $2,214,329  annually,  ac¬ 
cording  to  South  Georgia.  An  effective 
date  of  March  1,  1975  is  requested. 

South  Georgia  has  requested  waiver  of 
the  forty-five  (45)  day  notice  require¬ 
ments  as  set  forth  in  1 14J(e>  of  the 
General  Terms  and  Conations  of  South 
ae<Hgia’s  FPC  Oas  Tariff.  South  Georgia 
states  that  knowledge  of  Southern’s  fil¬ 
ing,  which  South  Georgia  proposes  to 
tra^  was  not  known  to  South  Georgia 
In  time  to  make  it  possible  for  South 
Qeoegla  to  comply  with  the  forty-fire 
(46)  day  notice  requhremenL 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  mK^ication  should  fUe  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  tiie 
Federal  Power  Commission,  829  Nbrth 
Capital  Street  NB.,  Washington.  IXC. 
20429,  In  accordance  with  II  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commistion’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  Ah  surii 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  Man^  20.  1975.  Protests  whl  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  drier- 
mlnlng  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  wUl  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  beecune  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervena  Copies  of 
this  appiicatton  are  on  file  wi^  the 
Commission  and  are  availahle  lor  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plums, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.79-970»  FUed  »-iy-TS;8;49  am] 


[Dodt  Na  KPN-MI 
TEXAS  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CORP. 

Filing  and  Suspnnding  PraposMi  Bnin  In* 
crensn  Granting  Intanrantioa  and  EsUb* 
lisAing  PiDcadura 

Mascm  7,  197S. 

On  January  24,  19'».  Texas  Oas  Pipe 
line  Cbrporatlon  (TGFliCI  tendered  fm: 
ffWng  proposed  changes  in  Its  FPC  Oas 
Tariff  First  Revised  Volnme  Nb.  1.*  The 
prevosed  ehangee  provide  for  a  94.4<N 
per  Mcf  Increase  in  the  eoranoodity  por¬ 
tion  of  the  rate  charged  for  gas  sold  to 
Trauaeontinental  Gan  FbP^na  Corpo- 
i^on.  (Tranaeoj  and  a  80J)34  per  Mcf 


•FtvaS  Bevkad  Moat  Na  8  and  First  Ba- 
vtwd  Sheet  Na  9, 


nOiHAL  RMiSTER,  VOL  40.  NO.  51— HtIDAY,  MARCH  14»  1975 


11946 

increase  in  the  rate  charged  tar  gas  sold 
to  Texas  Eastern  lYansmisslon  Corpo¬ 
ration  (Texas  Eastern).  The  proposed 
changes  would  result  in  Increased  reve¬ 
nues  from  jurisdictional  sales  and  service 
by  $1,644,141  based  cm  a  12-month  period 
ended  October  31,  1974,  as  adjusted. 
TGPLC  states  that  the  principal  reasons 
for  the  proposed  rate  increases  are  in¬ 
creased  purchased  gas  costs,  other  in¬ 
creased  operating  expenses  and  to  offset 
a  net  (^lerating  revenue  deficiency. 
TOPLC  has  requested  a  proposed  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  March  10,  1975. 

TOPLC  further  requested  the  CcMn- 
mission  to  waive  its  Regulations  insofar 
as  it  is  necessary  to  treat  its  filing  as  a 
minor  rate  increase,  requiring  the  filing 
of  only  Statements  L,  M,  and  N. 

Notice  of  TGPLC’s  filing  was  issued 
by  the  Commission  on  January  31,  1975 
with  any  ccHuments,  protests,  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before  Feb¬ 
ruary  13, 1975. 

On  February  12,  1975,  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  filed  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding. 

Our  review  of  TGPLC’s  January  24, 
1975  filing  indicates  that  there  are  cer¬ 
tain  Issues  raised  which  may  require 
devel(vment  in  an  evidentiary  hearing. 
The  proposed  increases  in  rates  and 
^charges  have  not  been  shown  to  be  just 
and  reasonable  and  may  be  unjust,  un- 
reascmable,  unduly  discriminatory  or 
preferential  or  otherwise  unlawful.  We 
shall  therefore  suspend  the  effectiveness 
of  TGPLC’s  proposed  rates  for  a  period 
of  five  months,  to  become  effective 
August  10,  1975  and  estabUsh  a  hearing 
procedure  to  determine  the  justness  and 
reasonableness  of  TOPIC’S  proposed 
rates. 

Our  review  of  TGPLC’s  fiUng  further 
indicates  that  the  information  filed  by 
TGPLC  in  Stat^ents  L,  M,  and  N  Is 
sufficient  for  our  analysis  of  the  filing. 
We  shall  therefore  treat  TGPLC’s  filing 
as  a  minor  rate  increase  under  S  154.63 
(a)(3)  and  154.63(b)(4)  of  our  Regula¬ 
tions  and  not  require  TGPLC  to  file  the 
additional  Statements  necessary  for  a 
major  rate  increase  under  S  154.63(b), 
(3). 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  It  Is  neces¬ 
sary  and  proper  in  the  public  Interest 
and  in  cariylng  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  that  the  Commission 
suspend  the  effectiveness  ot  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  filed  by  ’TGPLC  on  Janu¬ 
ary  24,  1975,  and  enter  upon  a  hearing 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  as  hereinafter  ordere<L 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  Texas 
Eastern  Transmission  Corporation’s  pe¬ 
tition  to  Intervene. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  treat  TGPLC’s 
filing  of  January  24,  1975  as  a  minor 
rate  Increase  imder  8S  154.63(a)(3)  and 
154.63(b)  (4)  of  om*  regulations. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
particularly  sections  4,  5,  15,  and  18 
thereof,  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  a  public  hearing  shall  be  held 
on  July  30, 1975,  in  a  hearing  room  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
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Capitol  Street  NE.  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  concerning  the  justness  and  rea- 
smiableness  of  the  rates  proposed  In  this 
proceeding. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  a  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  TGPLC’s  pr(HX>sed  changes 
in  its  FPC  Gas  ’Tariff  First  Revised  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1,  First  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  5  and 
8  are  accepted  for  filing  and  their  effec¬ 
tiveness  suspended  until  August  10, 1975, 
at  which  time  they  may  become  effective, 
subject  to  refimd. 

(C)  On  or  before  June  18,  1975,  Com¬ 
mission  Staff  shall  serve  its  prepared 
testimony  and  exhibits.  Any  prepared 
testimony  or  exhibits  of  intervenors  shall 
be  served  on  or  before  July  2, 1975.  (>)m- 
pany  rebuttal  shall  be  served  on  or  before 
July  16, 1975. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d) ) ,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  pro¬ 
vided  for  by  this  order  and  shall  other¬ 
wise  conduct  the  hearing  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations. 

(E)  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Cor¬ 
poration’s  petition  to  intervene  in  this 
p  roceeding  is  hereby  granted. 

(F)  TGPLC’s  request  for  waiver  of  our 
regulations  insofar  as  it  is  necessary  to 
treat  its  filing  of  January  24,  1975  as  a 
minor  rate  increase  under  8§  154.63(a) 
(3)  and  154.63(b)(4)  is  hereby  granted. 

(G)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

*  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-6711  Filed  3-13-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP75-a461 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Application 

March  7,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  27,  1975, 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Apidicant),  PO.  Box  1160,  Ownesboro, 
Kentucky  42301,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
(7P75-246  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  ccmvenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  Applicant  to  render 
a  storage  service  of  up  to  12  million  Mcf 
(at  14.7  psia)  of  natural  gas  for  Trans¬ 
continental  Pipe  Line  Corporation 
(Transco)  during  the  period  of  April  16, 
1975,  through  April  15,  1976,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  Transco  will 
effectuate  deliveries  of  natural  gas  to 
Applicant  for  Injection  into  storage 
through  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation  (Texas  Eastern)  at  the  ex¬ 
isting  interconnection  of  the  facilities  of 
Applicant  and  Texas  Eastern  near  Leb¬ 
anon,  Ohio,  during  the  period  April  16, 
1975,  through  November  15,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  during  the  period  No¬ 


vember  16,  1975,  to  April  16,  1976,  it  will 
deliver  the  volumes  of  natund  gas  stored 
for  'Transco  at  the  existing  interconnec¬ 
tion  of  the  facilities  of  Applicant  and 
Transco  near  Eunice,  Louisiana,  Appli¬ 
cant  points  out  that  its  deliveries  to 
Transco  will  be  subject  to  interruption 
when  the  capacity  is  needed  by  Applicant 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  its  firm  cus¬ 
tomers,  Provided,  however.  That  Appli¬ 
cant  must  deliver  20  percent  o$  such 
stored  gas  to  Transco  during  any  con¬ 
secutive  thirty-day  period,  imless  other¬ 
wise  mutually  agreed  to  by  the  two  par¬ 
ties.  Applicant  states  that  it  will  be  paid 
by  Transco  a  storage  fee  of  29.56  cents  for 
each  Mcf  of  natural  gas  stored  by  Appli¬ 
cant  for  Transco. 

Applicant  proposes  neither  new  sales 
nor  new  facilities  herein. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March  27, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  reqiiirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  ts^en  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  Intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Cmnmission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein.  If  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plitmb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-6710  Piled  3-13-76:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  CT76-499] 

THOMAS  G.  VESSELS 
Application 

March  6,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  19, 1975, 
Thomas  G.  Vessels  (Applicant),  Cherry 
Creek  Plaza,  Suite  1220, 600  South  Cherry 
Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80202,  filed  in 
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Docket  No.  0176-499  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  tor  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale 
for  resale  and  deltv«7  of  residue  natural 
gas  In  Interstate  commerce  to  Panhan¬ 
dle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company  (Pan¬ 
handle)  from  the  tailgate  of  Applicant’s 
Brighton  Processing  Plant,  Weld  County, 
Colorado,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  In 
the  application  which  Is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  Inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  requests  authorization  to 
sell  and  deliver  to  Panhandle  residue  gas 
from  Applicant’s  Brighton  Plant  for  one 
year  commencing  on  the  date  of  Initial 
operation  of  the  Brighton  Plant  (ex¬ 
pected  to  be  March  15,  1975)  within  the 
contemplation  of  S  2.70  of  the  Commls- 
slon’s  general  policy  and  Interpretations 
(18  CTR  2.70).  Applicant  states  that  It 
Intends  to  undertake  a  60-day  emer¬ 
gency  sale  of  gas  to  Panhandle  within 
the  contemplation  of  8  157.29  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  (18  CFR  157.29)  when  the  plant 
commences  operation  If  the  requested 
certification  has  not  yet  been  grant^. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  approxi¬ 
mately  85,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  month  to 
Panhandle  at  a  base  price  of  60.0  cents 
per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia,  subject  to  upward 
and  downward  Btu  adjustment  from  a 
base  of  1,000  Btu  per  cubic  foot  with  up¬ 
ward  adjustment  limited  to  1,200  Btu  per 
cubic  foot.  The  application  Indicates  that 
although  Applicant  shall  have  the  right 
to  take  extractions  from  the  residue  gas. 
Applicant  may  be  required  to  reimburse 
Panhandle  for  any  reduction  In  heating 
value  of  the  residue  gas  caused  thereby. 

Applicant  explains  that  the  volumes 
of  residue  gas  to  be  delivered  to  Pan- 
hsmdle  for  the  proposed  sale  are  dedi¬ 
cated  under  a  long-term  agreement  with 
an  Intrastate  piuxhaser.  Applicant  states 
that  said  Intrastate  purchaser  has 
agreed,  however,  to  permit  Panhandle  to 
purchase  the  gas  on  a  limited-term  basis. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March  27, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  It  In  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  In  any  hearing 
ther^n  must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
^  authority  contained  In  and  subject 
io  the  Jtirlsdlctlon  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  C^uxunlsskm  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  a  hearing  will  be  hdd  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  If  no  petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene  Is  filed  within  the  time  required 


herein.  If  the  Commission  on  Its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petiticm 
for  leave  to  Intervene  Ur  timely  filed,  or 
If  the  Commission  on  Its  own  motton  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  Is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for.  imless  otherwise  advised.  It  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kennxth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  r)oc.7B-67ia  PUed  3-13-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-238] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Application 

March  7,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  19, 1975, 
United  <3as  Pipe  Line  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant),  1500  Southwest  Tower,  Houston, 
Texas  77002,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP76-238 
an  application  pursuant  to  sectlmi  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as  Implemented 
by  §  157.7(b)  of  the  regulations  there¬ 
under  (18  CFR  157.7(b)),  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  construction  during  the 
12-m(mth  period  commencing  March  1. 
1975,  and  operation  of  certain  natural 
gas  purchase  facilities,  all  as  more  fuUy 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  Inspection. 

The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget-type 
application  Is  to  augment  Applicant’s 
ability  to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch 
in  (xmtractlng  for  supplies  of  gas  from 
various  producing  areas  and  cminecting 
such  gas  to  Its  pipeline  system. 

Applicant  states  that  the  total  cost  of 
the  proposed  facilities  wlU  not  exceed 
$12,000,000,  with  no  single  onshore  proj¬ 
ect  to  exceed  $1,500,000  and  no  single 
offshore  project  to  exceed  $2,500,000.  Ap¬ 
plicant  fmrther  states  that  the  prcH?08^ 
facilities  will  be  financed  from  ftmds  on 
hand. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March  25, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Ck>m- 
mlsslcm,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  b  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requlremoits  of  the  Com- 
mlsslon’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations 
imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10).  AU  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  ccmsldered  by  it  In  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  In  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  piusuant  to 
the  authority  contained  In  and  subject 
to  the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 


Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
fiirther  notice  before  the  Ccnnmlsslon  on 
this  iq>pUcation  If  no  petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein.  If  the  Commission  on  Its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  puUlc 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  Intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
If  the  commission  on  Its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing-  Is  required, 
further  notice  of  siich  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedme  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kknnxtr  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-6713  FUed  3-13-75:8:46  am] 


Docket  No.  CP75-286 

WEST  TEXAS  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Application 

March  7,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  13,  1975, 
West  Texas  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Applicant) , 
P.O.  Box  1621,  Fort  Stockton,  Texas 
79735,  filed  In  Docket  No.  CP75-235  an 
application  pursuant  to  sectimi  1(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  Part  152  of  the 
Regulations  thereunder  for  exemption 
from  the  provlsicms  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  In  the 
application  which  Is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  Inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  states  that  it  was  organized 
In  October  1974  for  the  purpose  of  ac¬ 
quiring  certain  Isolated  irrigation  gas 
systems  located  In  Texas  from  the  Peo¬ 
ples  Natural  Gas  division  of  Northern 
Natural,  Gas  Ckxnpany  which  acquisition 
was  eff^ted  as  of  August  27.  1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant  further  states  that  it  bills  and 
services  iq^proxlmately  140  accounts  for 
grantor  taps  on  the  system  of  Northern 
Natural  Gas  Company  In  West  Texas. 
Applicant  claims  that  it  purchases  all  of 
its  gas  from  three  Interstate  suppliers 
and  three  Intrastate  suppliers,*  that  all  of 
said  gas  Is  sold  only  to  hitrastate  markets 
In  Pecos  County,  Texas,*  and  that  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  no  connection  with  any  other 
interstate  pipelines  other  than  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  three  suppliers. 


*  See  foUowlng  date: 

Source :  Mcf  of  gas 

Interstate — 

Northern  Natural  Oas  CO-  3, 380, 000 
El  Paso  Natural  Oas  (X>__  1, 184, 860 

Cities  Service  Oas  Co. _ 1, 096, 000 

Intrastate— 

David  FaBken _  8,000 

Texas  Intematlcnal.  Fe- 
troleunr  Oon>.  and  At¬ 
lantic  Blchfleld  Ocap-^  8, 000 

■Applicant  states  that  tt  makes  sales  for 
domestlo  dwellings,  agrlcultmal  uses,  and 
drilling  rig  fuel,  and  minor  Industrial 

sales. 
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NOnOES 


AMiUcMit  ctete  tlMt  la  «i4er  to  av 
nmt  iU  amtuAr  anA  mime*  Hi  Ikrrni 
'  enoe  apotx  ite  Ihw  IninBtate 
compare  wppllen.  AwJkanl  jffQpaaw 
todatbefilliwiar: 

(1)  IiitaraoiiiMotlti«ep«na»  ■fataBM'Htca 
one  or  man  ■Doan  daoDatar  tmnfioflaaaa 
Itnes; 

(2)  Saeoute  oanteacta  to  aoquln  Intca- 
stat*  gat  EMama; 

(3)  Xnter  Into  on*  or  moi*  contracts  for 
the  sale  of  ezoeas  gas  to  an  tetrastato  ptpa- 
ltz»  oompaBy  «o  aa  to  permit  the  oScleBt 
operaliaaagttaayitani.  appMnaat  datmathat 
no  fpa  pnmhmwfl  fif  Appttaant  will  phfal- 
oaUy  loaare  ttia  State  of  Z'ewas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  wllli  Terence  to  said 
appMeatiop  rtioold  on  orb^ore  Mairc^  24. 
1975,  file  wHh  the  federal  Power  Com- 
misKinn,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  In  ac- 
cordanoe  with  the  requirements  oX  the 
Cranmlaslon’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  Q8  CPR  1.8  or  1.10) .  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commis^n  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  to  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  aotloa  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  pereon  wishing  to 
became  a  party  toa  proceeding  or  to  par> 
tiolpate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  ihe  Conunlsslon's  niles. 

p.  PsjnfB. 

Seeretttnf^ 

TraT>3C.76-6714TOe«  8-I«-75;«:46  ami 


NATIOIIIL  TOWER  tURTOf  TBCHMCM. 
ADW90RY  COMMITTEE  ON  IMMCT  OF 
MAOEQUMC  CLECfRB  TOMER  SUP¬ 
PLY 


Agenda  Vora  meeting  of  the  Y^efaidcal 
AdTlsoKy  Oommlttee  on  the  ImpaKA  vt 
Inadeqnate  gteettle  Power  Bmn47>  to  be 
h^  at  the  Pedgral  Power  OommlssieB 
Offices  835  Snth  CBpnoi  fiPtrset,  WE., 
Washington,  1>.C«  M  am..  April  1,  T9T5, 

Room  9200.  _ 

1.  Meeting  opened  by  PPC  Coordlnat- 
tng  Rigiresentativa. 

3.  C^jedtires  and  pnrpoees  cf  meettug. 
a.  ConedUon  and  addtttons  to  min¬ 
utes  nf  preidons  meeting. 

h.dsecsslDndf  uommerftsie&etvedapd 
levlsluns  cf  dtraJt  eonuntttee  report, 
c.  OQxer  bmaness. 

<L  Bdt  4Wto  of  iKBit  WMCttog. 

S.  iiljiiwiiiiiguL 

This  meeting  Is  <ixa  to  the  pabhe.  Any 
Interested  persmi  may  attend.  iuH>ear 
befOTe,  <Hr  file  statements  with  the  emn- 
mtttoe— vhlch  statemmts,  S  In  wzItteQ 
focm.  may  be  filed  before  or  aAer  the 
inapetng  OT,  If  otsS.  at  the  time  and  In 
the  mazmer  permitted  by  the  oommlttee. 

Mskt'B.Szdb, 
Actlap  Secretary, 
[nt  Doe.W-eaMPUMg-lg-gg;  10:40  am] 


MIERNAIIGMAL  TRADE 
COMMtSSIOM 

i«87-S71 

«DLF  OLOVES 
Finding 

Upcm  ooBspletioa  of  Its  Investigation 
No.  337-37  under  section  337  of  the  Tariff 
totwf  1980.  as  amended  (16  n.SX:.  1337) . 
im  I’lwpenec  to  a  onmplalnt  of  Anthony -J. 
■AntentoMS  and  the  Ajac  Glove  Carp.,  both 
of  Ellicott  Gttf .  Maryland,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  does  not  find  unfair  methods  of 
competitton  or  tmfair  acts  In  the  Impor¬ 
tation  into  the  United  States  of  certain 
golf  gloves  or  in  theh*  sale  by  the  owner, 
importer,  consignee,  or  agent  of  either, 
the  effect  or  tendency  of  which  is  to 
destroy  or  sifbstantlally  injure  an  indus¬ 
try,  effidently  and  eocnomically  oper¬ 
ated,  in  the  United  States. 

Under  subsection  (c)  of  section  337  of 
the  Tariff  AcA  of  1930,  as  amended  (19 
U.SC.  13S-ic)l,  a  r^rtieartng  before  the 
Commisskm  may  be  nequerted.  In  ac- 
oordBBce  vMk  IS  801.14  and  208.10  of 
the  Commiesionb  nJas  of  practice  and 
prooeduve  <1S  CFR  201.14  and  308.10).,  a 
motion  for  a  nhearlng  may  be  granted 
for  good  caoK  dhown.  Any  sach  motion 
for  a  reheactog  must  be  in  writing  and 
filed  with  tbefieorstaiy  of  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  TkaWe  OnaamiaRton,  Washlng- 
toia,  ILC.  20486,  im  ta*  ibefone  March  81, 
IMS.  The  aaittoiT  atiai  state  deuiy  tiie 
gnxmdi  mMdti  are  eehed  upon  for  the 
grantiagaf  niaheariagand  must  be  ao- 
oampaoled  hy  16  tawe  copies. 

Issued:  March  13, 1975. 

By  tfderof  the  Coauniaslon. 

KgwwsTHR.  Mason, 
Secretary. 

[FR  DOC.70-S929  FUad  3-13-7S;edSl  am] 

MAnONAL  AEAOMAUnCS  AND 
SRACE  AOMIfRSTRATION 

TWotJica  f75-r*)] 

iSSEAROH  AMD  1BQHNOL06Y  MMlSOKt 
OOUHOH.  PgMEL  ON  RESEARCH 

Meeting 

Tbe  NASA  IKesearch  and  Technology 
AdslsQcy  Council  Panel  on  Research  will 
meet  on  Aprtl  3  and  4.  1975.  at  NASA 
Heaflquaiteira,  Washtogtan.  DC.  20546. 
The  wif^Mg  vjn  be  held  In  Room  226A 
of  JPedecal  Office  Biflldlng  IQB.  600  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue,  SW.Memhers  Of 
piajic  Kill  he  admitted  on  a  flist-^come. 
fixst-iserved  by  the  seating 

capacity  nf  tim  mam  which  Is  about  44 
petBOQs.  All  sMtors  must  sign  to  prior  to 
attrndl'nf  mpatlny 

The  Panel  on  Research  of  the  NASA 
Research  and  Technology  Advlsacy 
CounOn  serves  to  an  advisory  capaclly 
only.  Its  Chairman  Is  Professor  A.  8. 
Hertobacg,  and  there  are  12  members. 
TIk  IcUosdng  list  sets  forth  the  ap¬ 


proved  agenda  asto  achednle  Jor  the 
meeting  af  tide  Baoel  na  neronreh  an 
Agrfl  8  and  4, 167S.  Iter  farther  tofonna- 
tten.  plBBaa  nvtapt  Mr.  P.  C.  artswoak, 
Area  Cade  802.  755-8468. 

Ann.  t.  3970 

Time  Topic 

9  jun - Bsyart  af  tha  ■Cbainnan. 

(Puipoae:  To  report  to 
the  Panel  on  the  moet 
recent  Beseerch  and 
IhctanoSogy  Adviecry 
CouncU  meeting.) 

9:10  a.m -  Bemarke  hy  the  jexwutlve 

fieoeetary.  (Pagieea;  To 
tortef  tlw  Pewel  an  re¬ 
cent  arttvittee  in  NASA 
Headqnarten  which 
may  affect  the  w<H’k  of 
the  Panel'^n  Beseareh.) 

10  a.m -  ErtbpanM  rejrorta.  (For- 

poee:  To  peovMe  the 
fun  llanel  wtth  results 
of  eotapanal  otudlaB  of 
NASA-ualrersUy  rela- 
tlonshlpe  to  regard  to 
OAST-funAed  basic  re¬ 
search  In  the  fields  of 
materials,  fitdd  me¬ 
chanics,  and  gw-phase 
physios  and  ofaemtetry.) 

2  p.m -  BesaarCh  Council  report. 

(Pnrpoee:  To  provide 
recKOte  at  fiaoearoh 
Council  anolyaaa  of  the 
types  of  MlatlonshlpB 
estabnsbed  between 
NASA  and  xmtvenOtles 
in  OAST-tunded  basic 
veaeardi  pregrams.)  — 

SrtO  pjm _  Bsport  hy  WASA  Oflloe  dt 

TTuiresKtj  Agstea.  (Ptw- 
paae:  Vb  present  And- 
ings  tm  lire  wtaidy  made 
by  She  Office  mt  Tfedver- 
slty  Afflaba  on  baste  re- 
reardh  to  aertnmwtioB 
supported  by  other 
sgunelee  and  eond  acted 
to  universities.) 

4:80  p.m - -  Panel  dtacuaeion.  (Pur¬ 

pose:  Tb  (Sscues  preeen- 
tatione  and  preipare 
findings  reomn- 

mirertattoDB  Xar  NASA.) 

Aiu.  4,  toU 

9  are - Panel  dlrnuaaliii  nenttn- 

naA.  (Piupose:  *Pe  oan- 
ttoue 

prsperatlon  nf  .finrUny 
and  tecommendatlone 
Tor  NASA.) 

11  mre -  PWcuaWan  of  future  Panel 

•OlieitlaB.  (Prepeue:  To 
define  aeeaa  aff  Carthar 
study  by  Kre  Panel  an 
Baeearch4 

13  mnetn  A  <^^in»nT»\ar?\t 

DrawARs  I,.  Oaww, 
Aeektemt  Admtmistrmter  fmr 
DOD  and  Interagency  Af- 
feSn,  ttnUomitll  AertmaxMee 
cmtL  Space  AgiwiwbtrsWew. 

Mascw  10, 1935. 
intI)ae.X0-g9MIUadt-43-m;8:40  ] 
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UM9 


NUCLEAR  REGULAIORY 
•COMA^ION 

[DockOtB  Nos.  50-280,  SO-281] 
FLORIDA  POWER  AND  UQHT  OO. 

Proposed  IseueneoofAmendmefttBrto 
Facility  OparatinK^  Licanaas 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  is  considering  Issuance 
of  amendments  to  RaolUty  Operating 
Licenses  Nos.  DPRr-31  and  DPRr-41  is¬ 
sued  to  Florida  Power  and  Light  Com¬ 
pany  (the  licensee)  for  operation  of  the 
Turkey  Point  Nuclear  Generating  Units 
3  and  4  located  in  Dade  Coimty,  Florida. 

llie  license  amendments  under  con¬ 
sideration  would  revise  the  provisions  in 
the  Technical  Specifications  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  licensee’s  application  for 
amendments  dated  September  19,  1974, 
to:  (1)  Relax  the  requirement  for  per¬ 
forming  reactor  coolant  radioisotope 
determinations;  (2)  remove  the  restric¬ 
tion  on  reactor  coolant  oxygen  con¬ 
centration  vhen  the  reactor  coolant  is 
below  250*  F;  (3)  redefine  siuweillance 
intervals  so  that  they  are  applicable  to 
aU  surveillance  tests;  and  (4)  make  sev¬ 
eral  changes  to  Technical  Specification 
Table  4.1-2  "Minimum  Frequencies  for 
Equipment  and  Sampling  Tests,"  to 
maintain  consistency  with  the  above  pro¬ 
posed  changes  or  to  clarify  explanatory 
statements. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  proposed 
license  amendments,  the  Commission  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions. 

On  or  before  April  14,  1975,  any  per¬ 
son  whose  interest  may  be  affected  by 
the  proceeding  may  ■file  a  request  for  a 
hearing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  with  respect  to  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  amendments  to  the  subject 
facility  operating  licenses.  Petitions  for 
leave  to  intervene  must  be  filed  under 
oath  or  affirmation  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  S  2.714  of  10  CFR  Part 
2  of  the  Commission’s  regulations.  A  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  Intervene  must  set  forth 
the  interest  of  the  petitioner  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding,  how  that  interest  may  be 
affected  by  the  results  of  the  proceeding, 
and  the  petitioner’s  contentions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  licensing  action. 
Such  petitions  must  be  filed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  this  FEoxiuL 
Rxoisvea  notice  and  S  2.714,  and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  nf  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  U'.8.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  DjC.  20555,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Docketing  and  Service  Section,  ;by 
April  M,  1975.  A  eam  nf  the  petition 
and/or  request  for  «  hearing  should  be 
s<  nt  to  ttie  Chief  Hearing  Counsel,  Office 
of  the  Executive  Legal  Director,  UE.  Nu¬ 
clear  Bagulatoiy 'Cammiasion,  Washing¬ 
ton,  J>.C.^05SS,  and  to  Jack  R.  Newman, 
Estpiiie,  Lowenetein,  Newman,  Reis  and 
Axelrad,  1025  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036,  attorney  for  the 
licenaee. 

A  petitiiHi  for  leave  to  Intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by«  supporting  affidavit 
which  identifies  the  specfflc  aspect  or  as¬ 
pects  of  the  proceeding  asto  vdilch  Inter¬ 


vention.ls  desired  And  specifies  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  facts  on  which  the  peti¬ 
tioner  xellas  as  to  both  his  Interest  and 
his  .cantentions  with  lagard  to  each 
aspect  on  which  intervention  is  re- 
guestad.  J*etitinns  stating  contentions  re¬ 
lating  •^mlyLo  matters  outside  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petitions  will  Jae  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  .  an  Atomic  Bafety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  designated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  or  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
Panel.  Timely  .petitions  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  to  determine  whether  a  hearing 
should  be  noticed  or  another  appro¬ 
priate  order  issued  regarding  the  dis¬ 
position  of  the  petitions. 

'  <In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held  and 
a  person  is  permitted  to  intervene,  he 
becomes  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and 
has  a  right  to  participate  fully  in  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing.  For  example,  he 
may  present  evidence  and  examine  and 
cross-examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ments  dated  September  19,  1974,  which 
is  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Lily  Lawrence  Row  Public 
Library,  212  NW.  First  Avenue,  Home¬ 
stead,  Florida.  As  they  become  avail¬ 
able,  the  Commission’s  related  Safety 
Evaluation,  license  amendments  and  at¬ 
tachments  may  be  Inspected  at  the  above 
locations.  A  copy  of  the  license  amend¬ 
ments  and  attachments  and  the  Safety 
Evaluation,  when  available,  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  5th  day 
of  March  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


George  Lear, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 


|FR  Doc.76-6481  Filed  3-13-76:8:46  am] 


[Dooket  Noe.  60-461,  50-462] 

ILLINOIS  POWER  CO.,  CLINTON  POWER 
STATION  UNITS  1  AND  2 

Awallability  of  Safety  Evaluatton  Report 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Office 
of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation  has  pub¬ 
lished  its  Safety  Evaluation  Report  on 
the  .proposed  construction  of  the  Clinton 
Power  Station,  Units  1  and  2.  to  be' lo¬ 
cated  in  Harp  Township,  DeWitt  County, 
Illinois.  Notice  of  receipt  of  Illinois 
Power  Company’s  application  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  the  (Clinton  Power 
Station,  TTnlts  1  and  2  was  published  In 
the  Fboebal  Reoistbii  on  December  7, 
1973  (28  FR  33788). 

Ifiie  mport  Is  being  referred  to  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards  and  is  being  made  available  at 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room.  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC.,  and  at  the  Vespasian  Warner  Pub¬ 


lic  Library.  120  West  Johnson  Street, 
Clinton,  HlinolsTfor  Inspection  >mnd^ct^is^y- 
ing.  The  report  CDookat  No.  NDREO- 
76/018)  can  also  be  purchased,  at  cur¬ 
rent  rates,  from  the  National  Technical 
Information  -Servloe,  .Springfield.  Vir¬ 
ginia  22161. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  10th 
day  of  March,  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


John  F.  Stotx, 


Chief.  Light  Water  Jieactors 
Projects  branch  2-1,  Division 
of  Reactor  Licensing. 


[FR  DOC.7&-674S  Piled  3-13-76^:46  am] 


[Docket  Noe.  50-483,  50-464] 

PHILADELPHIA  ELECTRIC  CO.,  FULTON 

GENERATING  STATION.  UNITS!  AND.2 

Availabiilty  of  Safety  Evaluation  Neport 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Office 
of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation  has  pub¬ 
lished  its  Safety  Evaluation  Report  on 
the  proposed  construction  Of  the  Fulton 
Generating  Station,  Units  1  and  2  to  be 
located  in  Fulton  and  Drumore  Town¬ 
ships,  Lancaster  County.  Penn^lvgnia. 
Notice  of  receipt  of  Philadelphia -Electric 
Company’s  application  to  construct  and 
operate  the  Pulton  Generating ‘Station, 
Units  1  and  2  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  December  7,  1973  (38 
PR  38789). 

The  report  is  being  referred  to  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards  and  is  being  made  available  at 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C..  and  at  the  Lancasti^  County  Li¬ 
brary.  125  North  Duke  Street,  Lancaster. 
Pennsylvania,  for  inspectiim  and  eopy- 
ing.  The  report  (Document  No.  NUREG- 
75/015)  can  also  be  purchased,  at  cur¬ 
rent  rates,  from  the  Naticmal  Technical 
Information  Service,  Springfield,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22181. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  10th 
day  of  March,  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert  A.  Clark, 
Chief,  Oas  Cooled  Reactors 
Branch,  Division  of  Reactor 
Licensing. 


[PR  Doc.75-6746  PUed  3-13-75;8:46  am] 

[Dooket  No.  50-10] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 

Request  for  Extension  and  Exemption 

The  Commonwealth  Edison  Company 
(the  licensee)  is  authorized  by  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-2  to  operate 
a  nuclear  power  reactor  Identified  as 
Dresden  Nuclear  Power  Station  Unit  1  at 
the  licensee’s  Dresden  Nuclear  Power 
Station,  located  In  Grundy  County,  Illi¬ 
nois,  at  steady  state  power  levels  up  to 
700  MWt. 

By  letter  dated  February  18,  1975,  the 
licensee  has  requested  an  extension  of 
time  until  August  2,  1976,  to  file  a  com¬ 
plete  analysis  of  conformance  with  the 
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Final  Acceptance  Criteria  for  Emergency 
.Core  OooUng  System  (“^AC”)  for  Dres¬ 
den  Unit  1.  An  extension  from  August  6, 
1974  until  April  4.  1976  has  previously 
been  granted  by  the  Commission  in  its 
Determination  with  Respect  to  Variance 
from  the  Interim  Acceptance  Criteria 
r  nd  Extension  in  Submitting  Evaluations 
from  the  Acceptance  Criteria  for  Emer- 
rency  Core  Cooling  System  (10  C7FR 
60.46(a)  (2)  (UD )  dated  August  5.  1974 
<  39  FR  29611). 

The  letter  further  requests  an  exemp- 
tion  from  the  **requirements  of  10  CFR 
$  50.46  and  any  underlying  requirement 
with  respect  to  the  diversity  of  emer¬ 
gency  systems  or  the  diversity  and  re¬ 
dundancy  of  power  sources,  which  would 
relieve  Ccunmonwealtb  Edison  of  the  ob¬ 
ligation  to  file  a  complete  analysis  pricur 
to  August  2. 1975,  and  continue  in  effect 
the  variance  previously  granted  from  the 
requirements  of  the  Interim  Acceptance 
Criteria  CTAC”).” 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  li¬ 
censee’s  request  hs^  been  received  and  is 
under  consideration.  In  support  of  its  re¬ 
quest,  the  licensee  has  submitted  a  num¬ 
ber  of  affidavits. 

The  requested  relief  may  be  granted 
if  the  Commission  determines  that  it 
conforms  to  the  standards  for  requested 
extensions  and  exemptions  specified  in 
10  CFR  Part  50,  §9  50.12  and  50.46.  In 
connection  with  this  request,  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  views  and  comments  by  any 
interested  person  is  invited.  Such  views 
and  comments  should  be  submitted  in 
writing,  addressed  to  the  Secretary,  n.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  on  or  before 
March  30, 1975. 

A  copy  of  the  request  for  extension 
and  exemption  dated  February  18,  1975 
and  related  correspondence  and  docu¬ 
ments  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  A  copy  of  the  request  for  extension 
and  exemption  dated  February  18,  1975, 
may  be  obtained  mx>n  request  addressed 
to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention; 
Director,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  12th  day 
of  March  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 

|PR  Doc.75-«936  Piled  3-18-76:10:24  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-155] 
CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Request  for  Extension 
The  Consumers  Power  Company  (the 
b^ensee)  is  authorized  by  Facility  Op- 
ei-ating  License  No.  DPRr-6  to  operate  a 
nuclear  power  reactor  identified  as  Big 
Rock  Point  Plant  at  the  licensee’s  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Station,  located  in  Char¬ 


levoix  County,  Michigan,  at  steady  state 
power  levds  up  to  240  MWt. 

By  letter  dated  February  18,  1975,  the 
licensee  has  requested  an  extension  ct 
time  imtil  July  26,  1975,  to  file  a  com¬ 
plete  analysis  of  conformance  with  the 
Acceptance  Criteria  for  Emergency  Core 
Cooling  System  for  Big  Rock  Point.  An 
extension  from  August  5,  1974  until 
March  31,  1975  has  previously  been 
granted  by  the  Commission  in  its  Deter¬ 
mination  with  Respect  to  Variance  from 
the  Interim  Acceptance  Criteria  and  Ex¬ 
tension  in  Submitting  Evaluations  from 
the  Acceptance  Criteria  for  Emergency 
Core  Cooling  System  (10  CFR  50.46(a) 
(2)(iU))  dated  August  5,  1974  (39  FR 
29403). 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  li¬ 
censee’s  request  has  been  received  and  is 
under  consideration.  In  support  of  its  re¬ 
quest,  the  licensee  has  submitted  two 
affidavits. 

The  requested  relief  may  be  granted  if 
the  Commission  determines  that  it  con¬ 
forms  with  10  CFR  Part  50,  99  50.12  and 
50.46.  In  connection  with  this  request,  the 
submission  of  views  and  comments  by  any 
interested  person  is  invited.  Such  views 
and  comments  should  be  submitted  in 
writing,  addressed  to  the  Secretary,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  on  or  before  March  30, 
1975. 

A  copy  of  the  request  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  18,  1975  smd  related  correspondence 
and  documents  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  Charlevoix  Pub¬ 
lic  Library,  107  Clinton  Street,  Charle¬ 
voix,  Michigan. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  I2th  day 
of  March,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.76-6937  FUed  3-18-75:10:24  am] 


(Docket  No.  60-133] 

.PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Request  for  Extension 

The  Pacific  Clas  and  Electric  Company 
(the  licensee)  is  authorized  by  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-7  to  operate 
a  nuclear  power  reactor  identified  as 
Humboldt  Bay  Power  Plant  Unit  No.  3 
at  the  licensee’s  Humboldt  Bay  Power 
Plant,  located  near  Eureka,  California, 
at  steady  state  powbr  levels  up  to  220 
MWt. 

By  letter  dated  February  21,  1975,  the 
licensee  has  requested  an  extension  of 
time  until  July  28, 1975,  to  file  a  complete 
analysis  of  conformance  with  the  Ac¬ 
ceptance  Criteria  for  Emergency  Core 
Cooling  System  for  Humboldt  Bay  Unit 
3.  An  extension  from  August  6, 1974  until 
March  31,  1975  has  previously  been 
granted  by  the  Commission  in  its  De¬ 
termination  of  Request  for  Extension  of 


Time  For  Submittal  of  Evaluatlcms  Re¬ 
quired  by  Acceptance  Criteria  for  Emer¬ 
gency  Core  cooling  Systems  (10  CFR 
50.46(a)  (2)  (lii))  dated  August  5,  1974 
(39  FR  29034). 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  licen¬ 
see’s  request  has  been  received  and  is 
under  consideration.  In  support  of  its  re¬ 
quest,  the  licensee  has  submitted  a  num¬ 
ber  of  affidavits. 

The  requested  relief  may  be  granted  if 
the  Commission  determines  that  it  con¬ 
forms  with  10  CFR  Part  50,  99  50.12  and 
50.46.  In  connection  with  this  request, 
the  submission  of  views  and  comments 
by  any  interested  person  is  Invited.  Such 
views  and  comments  should  be  sulxnltted 
in  writing,  addressed  to  the  Secretary, 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Ckxnmission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  on  or  before 
March  30, 1975. 

A  copy  of  the  request  for  extension 
dated  February  21, 1975,  and  related  cor¬ 
respondence  and  documents  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
NW.  Washington,  D.C.  A  copy  of  the  re¬ 
quest  for  extension  dated  February  21, 
1975,  may  be  obtained  upon  request  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Director,  Division  of  Reactor 
Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  12th  day 
of  March  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.76-e038  FUed  3-13-76: 10:24  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(File  No.'24SF-3998] 

ACME  INTERNATIONAL  CORP. 

Order  Permanently  Suspending  Exemption 
March  5,  1975. 

I.  Acme  Intemati<mal  Corporation 
(“Acme”) ,  Suite  1700,  445  South  Figue¬ 
roa  Street,  Los  Angeles,  California  90017, 
incorporated  in  the  State  of  Nevada  on 
July  22,  1969,  filed  with  the  Commission 
on  February  26,  1973,  a  Notification  on 
Form  1-A  and  an  Offering  Circular  relat¬ 
ing  to  an  offering  of  200,000  shares  of  $.50 
par  value  common  stock  at  $2.50  per 
share.  'The  aggregate  offering  price  was 
$500,000.  The  filing  was  made  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  an  exemption  frmn 
the  registration  provisions  of  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Act  of  1933,  piuTsuant  to  section 
3(b)  thereof  and  regulation  A  thereun¬ 
der.  Koss  Securities  Ctorp.  (“Koss”),  a 
registered  broker-dealer,  having  its  prin¬ 
cipal  place  of  business  at  1266  East  24th 
Street.  Brooklyn,  New  York  11210,  was 
named  as  imderwrlter  of  the  proposed 
offering.  , 

n.  On  August  6,  1974  the  Commission 
temporarily  suspended  the  Regulation  A 
exraiption  of  Acme,  stating  that  on  the 
basis  of  information  provided  by  its  staff, 
it  had  reason  to  believe  that: 
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A.  The  Notification  and  Offerln«r  Cir¬ 
cular  of  Acme  contained  untrue  state¬ 
ments  of  material  facts  and  omitted  to 
state  material  facts  necessary  In  order  to 
make  the  statements  made,  in  light  of 
the  circumstances  imder  which  they  were 
made,  not  misleading  particularly  with 
respect  to: 

1.  The  failme  to  disclose  the  activities 

of  the  parent  corporation.  Acme, 
between  July  23,  1970,  when  the 
current  management  acquired  con¬ 
trol  ctf  Acme  Mining  Co.,  and  Jan¬ 
uary  11,  1972,  when  Acme  Mining 
Co.  was  merged  into  the  Issuer; 

2.  The  failure  to  disclose  the  reasons 

for  the  January  11,  1972,  merger 
of  Acme  Mining  Company  and 
Acme  International; 

3.  The  failure  to  disclose  in  the  Risk 

Factors  section  of  the  Offering  Cir¬ 
cular  all  the  special  risks  apparent 
in  the  nature  and  structure  of  the 
business  of  Wall  Street  E>ata  Sci¬ 
ences  (“Wall  Street  Data”)  and 
Western  Cryogenics,  the  two  sub¬ 
sidiaries  of  Acme. 

4.  The  failure  to  disclose  the  origin  of 

Wall  Street  Data  and  its  history, 
ownership  and  management  prior 
to  its  merger  with  Acme; 

5.  The  failure  to  describe  the  business 

and  operations  of  the  Wall  Street 
Data  subsidiary; 

6.  The  failme  to  disclose  the  extent  of 

dep>endence  of  Wall  Street  Data 
upon  any  one  customer  or  group  of 
customers  for  a  significant  portion 
of  its  revenues; 

7.  The  failure  to  disclose  the  names  of 

the  parties  with  whom  Wall  Street 
Data  has  oral  agreements  to  ac¬ 
quire  18  additional  mailing  lists; 

8.  The  failure  to  disclose  the  business 

activities  and  operating  methods  of 
Western  Cryogenics; 

9.  The  failure  to  disclose  Western  Cryo¬ 

genics*  plans  with  regard  to  each 
of  its  products,  including  the  rela¬ 
tive  importance  of  each  product 
line  in  the  over-all  profit  or  loss 
experience  of  Western  Cryogenics; 

10.  The  falliu«  to  disclose  whether  West¬ 

ern  Cryogenics  has  patent  protec¬ 
tion  for  Its  “Cryo  funnel”  product; 

11.  The  failure  to  disclose  the  annual 

rental  for  Acme’s  offices  and  the 
facilities  of  its  operating  subsidi¬ 
aries; 

12.  The  failiure  to  disclose  in  the  Offering 

Circular  the  right  granted  the 
imderwrlter  in  the  xmderwrlting 
agreement  to  place  a  nominee  on 
Acme’s  board  of  directors  for  the 
next  five  years  following  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  offering; 

13.  The  failure  to  disclose  that  Acme 

entered  into  merger  negotiations 
in  the  smnmer  of  1973  with  NACA 
Corporation,  a  Las  Vegas,  Nevada, 
holding  company;  and 

14.  ITie  failure  to  accurately  state  those 

jurisdictions  In  which  the  securi¬ 
ties  were  proposed  to  be  offered. 

B.  On  September  25,  1973,  an  indict¬ 
ment  alleg^  violations  of  sections  17 
(a)  and  24  of  the  Securities  Act  and  of 
sections  10b,  15(a)  (1),  32  and  Rule  10b- 


5  of  the  Exchange  Act  was  returned 
against  Theodore  Koss  and  Koss  Securi¬ 
ties  Corporatkm  by  a  Federal  Grand  Jiuy 
sitting  in  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York.  Piuvuant  to  rule  261(a)  (6)  of  the 
Act,  Indictment  of  the  designated  imder¬ 
wrlter  Is  grounds  for  suspension  of  the 
Regulation  A  exemption. 

C.  Acme  failed  to  cooperate  with  the 
Commission  in  that  Acme  failed  or  re¬ 
fused  to  reply  to  its  April  18,  1973  com¬ 
ment  letter  and  three  telephone  requests 
from  the  Commission’s  staff  with  respect 
to  the  amending  of  the  Notification  and 
Offering  Circular  or  its  withdrawal. 

D.  The  offering,  if  allowed  to  com¬ 
mence,  would  have  been  made  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  section  17  of  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933. 

III.  No  hearing  having  been  requested 
by  Acme  International  Corporation 
within  thirty  days  after  the  entry  of  an 
order  temporarily  suspending  the  ex¬ 
emption  of  Acme  International  Corpora¬ 
tion  under  Regulation  A,  the  Commission 
finds  that  it  is  in  the  public  interest  and 
for  the  protection  of  investors  that  the 
exemption  of  Acme  International  Cor¬ 
poration  under  Regulation  A  be  perma¬ 
nently  suspended. 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  rule  261  of 
the  general  rules  and  regulations  under 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  that  the  ex¬ 
emption  of  the  Issuer  under  regulation  A 
be,  and  it  hereby  is,  permanently  sus¬ 
pended. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary, 

[PR  Doc.75-6767  Piled  3-13-76;8:45  am] 


[70-5634] 

ALABAMA  POWER  CO. 

Transactions  Related  to  Financing  of 
Pollution  Control  Facilities 

>  March  7,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Alabama 
Power  Company  (“Alabama”) ,  600  North 
18th  Street,  Birmingham,  Alabama  35291. 
an  electric  utility  subsidiary  company  of 
The  Southern  Company,  a  registered 
holding  company,  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  with  this  Commission  pursuant  to 
the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935  (“Act”),  designating  sections 
9(a)  and  10  of  the  Act  as  applicable  to 
the  proposed  transactions.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  said  application, 
which  is  summarized  below,  for  a  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions. 

Alabama  states  that  in  order  to  com¬ 
ply  with  prescribed  environmental 
standards  of  the  State  of  Alabama  with 
respect  to  air  and  water  quality  it  has 
been  and  will  be  necessary  to  construct 
certain  pollution  control  facilities.  This 
filing  relates  to  Alabama’s  proposal  for 
its  disposition  and  acquisition  of  the  pol¬ 
lution  control  facilities  for  use  in  con¬ 
nection  with  its  Gadsden  and  Gorgas 
steam  plants  (the  “Plants”)  located,  re¬ 
spectively,  in  the  CTity  of  Gadsden  and 
the  Town  of  Parrish,  Alabama. 


The  Industrial  Development  Board  of 
the  City  of  Gadsden  and  The  industrial 
Development  Board  of  the  Town  of  Par¬ 
rish  have  sigreed  to  issue  their  pollution 
control  revenue  bonds  for  the  puipose 
of  paying  the  cost  of  the  construction 
and  equipping  of  the  pollution  control 
facilities  at  the  Plants  (the  “Projects”) . 
Alabama  proposes  to  enter  into  Install¬ 
ment  Sale  Agreements  (“Agreements”) 
with  each  Board  which  will  provide  for 
the  acquisition  and  completion  of  the 
Projects  by  each  of  the  Boards  and  the 
issuance  by  each  of  the  Boards  of  pollu¬ 
tion  control  revenue  bonds  (“Revenue 
Bmids”)  in  principal  amounts  estimated 
not  to  exceed  in  the  aggregate  $24,500,- 
000,  the  amount  presently  estimated  to 
be  sufficient  to  cover  the  aggregate  cost 
of  construction  of  the  Projects.  Of  such 
Revenue  Bonds,  not  more  than  $5,500,000 
will  be  issued  by  the  Gadsden  Board  and 
not  more  than  $19,000,000  will  be  issued 
by  the  Parris  ]^ard.  Such  proceeds  will 
be  applied  to  payment  of  the  cost  of 
construction  of  the  Projects. 

The  Agrreements  also  will  provide  for 
the  sale  of  the  Projects  to  Alabama,  the 
payment  by  Alabama  of  the  purchase 
price  for  each  of  the  Projects  in  semi¬ 
annual  installments  over  a  term  of  years, 
and  the  assignment  to  the  Trustee  of 
each  Board’s  interest  in,  and  of  the 
moneys  receivable  by  the  Boards  under, 
the  Agreements.  The  Agreements  will 
provide  that  the  purchase  prices  for  the 
Projects,  including  interest  thereon,  pay¬ 
able  by  Alabama  will  be  such  amount  as 
shall  be  sufficient  to  pay  the  principal 
of  and  premium  (if  any)  and  Interest  on 
the  specific  series  of  Avenue  Bonds  as 
the  same  become  due  and  pas^le.  To 
secure  its  payment  obligations  under  the 
Agreements,  Alabama  proposes  to  grant 
to  the  respective  Boai^  a  security  in¬ 
terest  in  the  related  Project  subordinate 
to  the  lien  of  its  mortgage  indenture. 
The  Agreements  will  provide  that  Ala¬ 
bama  may  at  any  time  prepay  the  pur¬ 
chase  prices  of  the  respective  Projects  in 
whole  or  in  part,  such  payments  to  be 
sufficient  to  redeem  or  purchase  the  out¬ 
standing  Revenue  Bonds. 

The  Revenue  Bonds  will  be  sold  by 
the  Boards  pursuant  to  arrangements 
with  a  group  of  imderwrlters  represented 
by  Dean  Witter  &  Co.  Incorporated.  It  is 
intended  that  the  Revenue  Bonds  will 
mature  not  later  than  35  years  from  the 
first  day  of  the  month  in  which  they  are 
initially  Issued  and  that  they  will  in¬ 
clude  serial  maturities  and/or  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  a  mandatory  redemption  sinking 
fund,  the  effect  of  either  to  be  calculated 
to  retire  not  less  than  25  percent  of  the 
aggregate  principal  amount  of  the  issue 
prior  to  maturity.  In  accordance  with 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  Alabama,  the 
Interest  rate  to  be  borne  by  each  series 
of  Revenue  Bonds  will  be  fixed  by  the 
issuing  Boturl.  Alabama  will  not  be  party 
to  the  underwriting  agreements  for  the 
Revenue  Bonds.  Bond  counsel  are  to 
issue  an  opinion  that  Interest  on  the 
Revenue  Bonds  presently  is  exempt  from 
Federal  Inccnne  taxation.  Alabama  has 
been  advised  that  the  annual  Interest 
rates  on  obligations,  the  Interest  on 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  51— FRIDAY,  MARCH  14,  1975 


119S2 


NOIRES 


which  Is  tax  asemiTt.  hlatorieaUy  have 
been  and  can  ha  expected  at  the  time  af 
issue  ol  the  Bevenxe  Bnxis,  to  be  1^ 
percent  to  3^  percent  laiwcr  than  ttie 
rates  of  oWlgitiaas  of  like  teaor  and 
comparable  quality.  Interest  on  which  is 
fully  subject  to  Federal  income 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  hicurred 
in  connection  with  the  prcHiosed  di«x]sl- 
tioD  of  the  Existing  Facilities  and  the 
acquisition  of  the  Projects  (as  distin¬ 
guished  from  and  tgcpUidiiig  fees  and  ex¬ 
penses  incurred  or  to  be  iacurred  in  ctm- 
nection  with  the  sale  of  the  Revenue 
Bonds  by  the  Boards  payable  out  of  the 
proceeds  of  such  sale  and  In  eonnection 
with  the  determination  of  the  tax  oiempt 
status  ot  the  Revenue  Bonds)  will  be 
filed  by  amendment.  It  is  stated  that  the 
ixKurring  of  the  obligations  imder  the 
Agreements  by  Alabama  will  have  been 
authorized  by  the  Alabama  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission.  No  other  State  cont- 
mts.slan  and  no  Federal  commission, 
other  than  this  Commission,  has  Juris¬ 
diction  over  the  proposed  timnsMtions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  pmson  may.  not  later  thi^n 
April  2,  lfl75,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  beld  <m  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  hia  interest,  the  reasMis 
for  such  request,  and  the  Issues  of  fact 
or  law  raised  by  said  application  which 
he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  should  order  a  has  ring  thereon. 

Any  such  request  should  be  addressed  : 
Secretary.  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  IXC.  20&49.  A  copy 
of  such  request  sho^d  be  served  per¬ 
sonally  or  by  mafi  (air  mall  If  the  person 
being  served  is  located  more  goo 
miles  from  the  p(^t  of  mailing)  upmi 
the  applicant  at  the  above-stated 
address;  and  proof  of  service  (fay  affidavit 
or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  cer¬ 
tificate)  should  be  filed  with  the  request. 
At  any  time  after  said  date,  the  appU- 
catlon.  as  filed  or  as  It  may  be  ajwortA*^ 
may  be  granted  as  provided  In  rule  23  of 
the  general  rules  and  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  the  or  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  grant  exemption  from 
rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a>  and  100 
thereof  or  take  such  other  action  as  it 
may  deem  appropriate.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  tw  whether  a 
hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any 
notices  mad  orders  issued  la  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  b*wiiig  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postimumsenti 
thereof. 

Rir  the  ConunlsBion.  by  the  Divlslen 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authmity. 

[seal]  Georgs  A.  Fnzsmuoxs, 
Secretary. 

[ra  Dse.75-S76S  VUsd  8-13-7S;8:4S  am] 


[7Q-SfiZ7] 

Mmumsm  pondi  a  usnt  co. 

Issuance  and  Sale  of  Notes  to  Banks  and/ 
ora  Dealar  ki  Commereiaf  Paper;  Excep* 
flow  Fpcbn  Cooipaltties  BlddfNf 

Mabcth  7,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Aiicansas 
Power  k  Light  Compemy  (“Arkansas’*). 


Ninth  and  Trmfctana  Streets,  litiBe  Ro(A, 
AikaBsaa  722W,  a  imMh  utility  8aly> 
skBaay  sampaaiy  a#  Middle  Sswih  Utfli- 
tiss,  ftic.  t**Mhldb  Oewth’*>,  a  regtotsred 
heldinr  caameaiy,  has  filed  a  declaraMon 
wttlk  this  CMmsiiatioa  pursuant  to  the 
Public  Utmiir  HoMhig  C^bmpany  Aet  of 
1935  (“Act”),  designating  sections  8.(a) 
■ml  T  sf  tare  Act  and  rule  50  promulgated 
themmder  as  appUcabie  to  tire  proposed 
traametionB,  AS  taifaerested  persons  are 
refevred  totflie  declaration,  w^h  is  sum- 
mariaed  below,  fen*  a  complete  statmi^it 
of  the  proposed  transactions. 

By  order  dated  August  21. 1974  (HCAR 
No.  ia640'>.  the  commission  authorized 
Arkansas  to  issue  and  sell,  from  time  to 
time  through  May  31,  1975,  up  to  $85,- 
000,000  aggregate  principal  amoimt  out¬ 
standing  at  any  one  time  of  unsecured 
short-treiB  promissory  notes. 

Aricansas  now  proposes  to  revise  the 
foregoing  program  and  to  issue  and  s^, 
from  time  to  time  through  December  31, 
1976,  imseciuud  short-term  promissory 
notes  (including  commercial  paper)  to 
various  commercial  banks  and/or  a 
dealer  in  commercial  paper  In  an  aggre¬ 
gate  principal  amoimt  outstanding  at 
any  one  time  not  to  exceed  $95,000,000. 
The  aggregate  principal  amount  of  c(»n- 
mereial  paper  outstanding  at  any  one 
time  wiB  not  exceed  $60,000,000. 

Tire  notes  proposed  to  be  Issued  and 
sold  to  commercial  banks  will  be  in  the 
form  of  unseciu^  promissory  notes  pay¬ 
able  not  more  than  nine  months  from  the 
date  of  issuance  with  right  of  renewal, 
will  bear  Interest  at  the  lulme  commer¬ 
cial  bank  rate  In  effect  at  the  lending 
bank  on  the  date  of  Issuance,  and  will, 
at  the  option  of  Arkansas,  be  prepayable, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  at  any  time  without 
premium  or  prerelty.  While  no  formal 
commitments  for  future  borrowings 
have  berei  made  with  any  bank,  it  Is  ex¬ 
pected  that  the  banks  to  whom  such 
notes  will  be  issued  and  sold  and  the 
maxknnm  amount  to  be  issued  and  ont- 
stamfing  a$  any  one  time  to  each  such 
bank  wiH  be  sabetantially  as  follows: 

Maximum, 
amount  to  lx 

borrotced 


Nam*  at  Bank: 

mure  Kattonal  Bank  of  Kaatern. 

krkenaia  Pnrwat  City.  Sxk__  $300. 000 

irkfaaa  Bank  *  Trust  Co..  Hot 

apiings.  Ml -  $00, 000 

TUat  Batiooal  BaeJk  of  Hot 

Springs,  Uttle  Rock.  Ark _  500,  000 

Tbo  Commercial  ITatlonal 

Bank,  Little  Rock,  Ark _  800, 000 

Ffeat  Natloaal  Bank  In  Little 

Hock.  LlCtto  Rock,  Ark. _  4, 000, 000 

Paloa  MadonaJ  W”*-.  LttUe 

Back.  Aak -  1,  $e0, 000 

Worthen  Bank  A  Trust  Co., 

L«tto  Rock.  Ark _  3. 000. 000 

Bvlng  Trust  CO.,  Maw  Tsrk, 

B.T -  AOOO.OOO 

Man  Ilf  actureJES  Hanover  Trust 

CO.,  Wew  Tork,  W.T _  45, 000, 000 

MOrgim  Ghearaaty  Trust  Co.  ot 

Hew  Tork,  New  York,  N.Y _ 8, 00$,  $$0 

Nattmral  Bank  of  Oonunercs. 

Pine  Bluff,  Arit _  1,  OOO.  000 

atimnons  Pkst  MktlonaL  Pine 

Bluff,  Are -  14, 000, 000 

Peoples  Bank  A  Trust  Co..  Rus- 
sellviUe,  Ark _  $00, 000 


Maximum 
amount  to  be 
borrowed 

BepubUs  National  fianfc  at 
TBUss,  nsilaa,  Tke - ...  A  000, 000 


Total _ _  89. 000, 000 

Arkansas  maintains  daily  operating 
balances  with  the  above  Arkansas  banks. 
If  balances  were  to  be  maintained  solely 
for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  a  compen¬ 
sating  balance  requirement  at  the  pre¬ 
vailing  rate  of  15  percent  and  assuming 
a  9^  percent  prime  rate,  the  effective 
Interest  cost  would  be  10A8  percent.  The 
above  non-Aiiuinsas  hanks  may  require 
compensating  balances  from  10  percent 
to  20  percent  of  the  average  annual 
amount  of  the  loans  outstandhig  from 
those  banks.  Assuming  a  9V^  prime  rate 
and  a  20  percent  compensating  balance 
the  effective  Interest  cost  on  locms  from 
the  non-Arkansas  banks  would  be  11.56 
percent. 

The  proposed  commercial  paper  will 
be  in  the  form  of  unsecured  promissory 
notes  with  varsring  maturities  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  270  days,  the  actual  maturities  to 
be  determined  by  market  conditions, 
effective  cost  of  money  to  Arkansas  and 
Arkansas'  anticipated  cash  requirements 
at  the  time  of  issuance.  In  accordance 
with  the  established  custom  and  prac¬ 
tices  In  the  maiket,  the  proposed  com¬ 
mercial  paper  will  not  be  payable  prior 
to  maturity.  Arkansas  proposes  to  issue, 
reissue,  and  sell  cc«nmercial  paper  in 
denominations  of  not  less  thAp  $100,000 
directly  to  Salomon  Brothers,  a  dealer  in 
commercial  paper,  at  a  discount  which 
will  not  be  in  excess  of  the  discount  rate 
per  annxun  prevailing  at  the  date  of 
issuance  for  commercial  paper  of  com¬ 
parable  quality  of  that  particular  ma¬ 
turity  sold  by  public-utility  Issuers  to 
commercial  paper  dealers.  No  (Mxnmis- 
slon  or  fee  xdn  be  payable  by  Arkansas 
In  connection  with  the  Issuance  and  sale 
of  the  commercial  paper.  Salomon 
Brothers,  as  principal,  will  reoffer  and 
sell  the  commercial  paper  at  a  discount 
rate  of  ^  of  I  percent  per  annum  less 
than  the  prevailing  discount  rate  to 
Aiicansas.  Salomon  Brothers  hi  reoffer- 
Ing  the  commercial  paper  wiH  limit  the 
reoffer  smd  sale  to  a non-puhlic  customer 
list  of  not  more  than  200  buyers  com¬ 
mercial  paper.  Such  list  wUI  be  furnished 
to  the  Commission  and  no  change  will  be 
made  therein  without  advising  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  such  change.  It  fas  antt^ated 
tiiat  the  eommereial  paper  wlU  be  held 
by  the  buyers  to  maturity.  However, 
Salomon  Brothers  may.  If  desired  by  a 
buyer,  rmurcheat  the  eemmerdal  paper 
for  resale  to  otiaen  oa  ttre  list  $f  cus¬ 
tomers. 

Arkanrae  asserts  that  the  Issue  and 
s<de  of  the  commercial  paper  should  be 
excepted  from  the  competitive  bidding 
requirements  of  rule  50  because  the  osm- 
mercial  pv?er  will  haws  A  maturity  not 
in  exacss  of  21#  dagwv  eurrent  rates  for 
commercial  paper  for  such  prime  bor¬ 
rowers  as  Arkansas  are  published  daily 
in  flnanclkl  publications  and  It  Is  not 
practical  to  invite  bids  for  commercial 
paper. 
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As  of  February  26.  1975,  Arkansas’ 
construction  program  is  expected  to  re¬ 
sult  in  expenditures  of  approximately 
$212,100,000  in  1975,  and  $323,200,000  in 
1976.  Included  in  the  estimate  of  con¬ 
struction  program  expenditures  for  1975 
are  $163,800,000  for  generating  facilities. 
$12,800,000  for  transmission  facilities. 
$29,600,000  for  distribution  facilities,  and 
$5,900,000  for  other  facilities.  The  net 
proceeds  to  be  received  by  Arkansas  from 
the  issuance  and  sale  of  the  notes  re¬ 
ferred  to  herein,  together  with  other 
funds  available  from  time  to  time  to 
Arkansas  from  its  operations  or  tierived 
from  the  issuance  and  sale  of  long-term 
debt  and/or  eqiilty  securities,  will  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  Arkansas’  construction  pro¬ 
gram.  As  such  notes  mature,  they  will 
be  renewed  (but  to  mature  not  later 
than  September  30.  1977)  or  repaid  out 
of  funds  then  available  to  Arkansas  from 
its  operations  or  derived  from  the  issu¬ 
ance  and  sale  of  similar  securities  or 
long-term  debt  and/or  equity  securities. 

It  is  estimated  that  the  fees  and  ex¬ 
penses  to  be  incurred  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  transactions  will  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $5,000.  No  State  commission  and  no 
Federal  commission,  other  than  this 
Commission,  has  Jurisdiction  over  the 
proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
April  4,  1975,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact 
or  law  raised  by  said  declaration  which 
he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  request  should  be,  addressed:  Sec¬ 
retary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  should  be  served  per¬ 
sonally  or  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  per¬ 
son  being  served  is  located  more  than 
500  miles  from  the  point  of  mailing) 
ui>on  the  declarant  at  the  above-stated 
address,  and  proof  of  service  (by  affi¬ 
davit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law, 
by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with  the 
request.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  the 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  permitted  to  become 
effective  as  provided  in  Rule  23  of  the 
Czeneral  Rules  and  Regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  Act,  or  the  Commission 
may  grant  exemption  from  its  rules  as 
provided  in  rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof 
or  take  such  other  action  as  it  may  deem 
appropriate.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered  will  receive  any  notices  and  or¬ 
ders  issued  in  this  matter,  including  the 
date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[SEAL]  OXORGE  A.  FlTZSlHMONS, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-6760  FUed  3-13-75;8:45  am] 
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CANADIAN  FUND.  INC. 

Filing  of  Application  for  Exemption 
March  10. 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  Uiat  Canadian 
Fund,  Inc.  (“Applicant”),  One  Wall 
Street,  New  York,  New  York  10005,  a 
diversified,  open-end  management  in¬ 
vestment  company  registered  under  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act”) ,  has  filed  an  application  for  an 
order  of  the  Commission  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  6(c)  of  the  Act  declaring  that  Eric 
L.  Hamilton  (“Hamilton”)  and  Howard 
J.  Lang  (“Lang”)  shall  not  be  deemed 
“interested  persons”  of  Applicant  within 
the  meaning  of  section  2(a)  (19)  of  the 
Act  solely  by  reason  of  tiieir  status  as 
directors  of  Sun  Life  Assurance  Co.  of 
Canada  Ltd.  (“Sun”) .  All  interested  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  the  application  on 
file  with  the  Commission  for  a  statement 
of  the  representations  made  therein, 
which  are  summarized  below. 

Hamilton  and  Lang,  members  of  the 
board  of  directors  of  Applicant,  are  also 
directors  of  Sun,  whose  wholly-owned 
subsidiary.  Suncan  Equity  Services  Com¬ 
pany  (“Suncan’.’) ,  is  registered  as  a 
broker-dealer  under  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  (the  “1934  Act”)*. 

Sun,  a  mutual  insurance  company  in¬ 
corporated  in  Canada,  is  in  the  business 
of  selling  life  Insurance  and  annuities. 
Through  its  subsidiary  Suncan,  Sun 
offers  for  sale  to  the  public  in  the  United 
States  individual  variable  annuities 
funded  by  separt^te  accounts  which  are 
registered  imder  the  Act  (“variable  an¬ 
nuity  contracts”)  and  HR-10  plans 
funded  by  separate  accounts.  Interests  in 
which  ai-e  re^tered  imder  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933.  Sun  does  not  otherwise, 
directly  or  indirectly,  act  as  a  broker  or 
dealer.  Solely  because  it  sells  variable  an¬ 
nuity  contracts  and  HR-10  plans,  Sim- 
can  has  registered  eui  a  broker-dealer 
under  the  1934  Act  and  has  become,  a 
member  of  the  National  Ajssociation  of 
Securities  Dealers,  Inc.  (“NASD”) . 

Applicant  represents  that  neither  Sun 
nor  Suncan  has  ever  engaged  in  securi¬ 
ties  transactions  on  behalf  of  Applicant 
or  participated  in  the  distribution  of  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  shares.  Furthermore,  Applicant 
represents  and  warrants  that  so  long 
as  Hamilton  and  Lang  remain  directors 
of  Applicant,  it  will  not  knowingly  pur¬ 
chase  any  securities  frmn  or  through,  or 
sell  any  securities  to  or  through.  Sun  or 
any  of  its  subsidiaries  and  neither  Sun 
nor  any  of  its  subsidiaries  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  participate  in  the  distribution 
of  Applicant’s  shares. 

Applicant  represents  that  Hamilton 
and  Lang  in  no  way  participate  in  the 
day-to-day  operations  of  Sun  and  its 
suteidiaries.  and  that  they  are  neither 
directors  nor  officers  of  Suncan. 

Secticm  2(a)  (19)  of  the  Act,  in  perti¬ 
nent  part,  defines  an  “interest^  pers<m” 
of  an  investment  company,  its  invest¬ 
ment  adviser  and  principal  underwriter 
to  include  any  br(*er  or  dealer  registered 


under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  or  any  affiliated  person  of  such 
bitter  or  dealer.  Section  2(a)  (3)  of  the 
Act  defines  cm  aflUiated  perscm  of  an¬ 
other  person  to  include  any  director  of 
such  other  person. 

Hamilton  and  Lang,  as  directors  of 
Sun,  the  parent  of  Simcan,  are  aflUiated 
persons  of  an  affiliated  person  of  a  broker 
or  dealer,  and  thus  “interested  persons” 
of  Applicant. 

AivUcant  contends  that  HamUton  and 
Lang  should  not  be  deemed  “interested 
persons”  of  Applicant  because  their  af- 
fiUation  with  Sun  does  not  affect,  and 
wiU  not  impair,  their  indep^dence  in 
acting  on  tehalf  of  AppUcant  and  its 
shareholders,  and  the  requested  exemp¬ 
tion  is  therefore  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  secticm  6(c)  of  the  Act. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Commission  may  conditionally  or  un¬ 
conditionally  exempt  any  person,  secu¬ 
rity,  or  transacticHi,  or  any  class  or 
classes  of  persons,  securities,  or  trans¬ 
actions  from  any  m'ovlslon  of  the  Act  or 
of  any  rule  or  regulation  under  the  Act 
if  and  to  the  extent  such  exemption  is 
necessary  or  apprc^riate  in  the  public 
Interest  and  ccmsistent  with  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors  and  the  purposes  fairly 
intended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  April  4, 
1975,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  a  request  for  hearing 
on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a  state¬ 
ment  as  to  the  nature  of  this  Interest, 
the  reason  for  such  request,  and  the  is¬ 
sues.  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  prc^xised  to  be 
controvert^,  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  shaU  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  commimica- 
tlcm  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upmi  Applicant  at  the 
address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such  serv¬ 
ice  (by  affidavit,  or  in  case  of  an  attor¬ 
ney-at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and  i 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application  will 
be  Issued  as  of  course  following  said  date, 
unless  the  Commission  thereafter  orders 
a  hearing  upon  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  motion.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing,  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered,  will  receive  any 
notices  and  orders  Issued  in  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  or¬ 
dered)  and  any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

[seal]  Oeorge  a.  FirzsnofOHs, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-6770  Piled  S-13-76;8:46  am] 
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FIRST  FACTORS 

Application  and  Oppnctuntty  for  Hnartag 
Ma>ch  T.  1975. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  First  Fac¬ 
tors.  1060  Crensharv  Boulevard.  Los  An- 
gdea.  Galifomia  00019.  has  an  ap¬ 
plication  pursuant  to  section  15(a)  (2)  of 
the  Seemities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  as 
amended  (the  “Act”)  for  an  order  exemp¬ 
ting  it  from  the  registration  requirements 
of  section  15(a)  (1)  of  the  A<^. 

Section  lS(a)(2)  authorizes  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  exempt  any  broker  or  dealer 
or  class  of  brokers  or  dealers,  either  un¬ 
conditionally  or  upon  specified  terms  and 
conditions  or  for  specific  periods,  from 
the  registration  requirement  of  section 
15(a)  (1)  of  the  Act,  if  the  CTommlsslon 
deems  it  necessary  or  appropriate  in  the 
puldlc  Interest  or  for  the  protection  of 
investors. 

First  P¥u;tors  is  a  California  co-part¬ 
nership  i^ch  makes  direct  loans  to 
eligible  small  business  concerns  under 
ttw  loan  guarantee  program  of  the  United 
States  Small  Business  Administration 
(“SBA”).  A  loan  made  to  an  eligible 
small  business  with  SBA  approval  quali¬ 
fies  for  an  SBA  loan  guarantee  as  to  prin¬ 
cipal  and  interest  to  the  extent  of  90% 
of  the  unpaid  balance  of  the  loan  or 
$350,000.  whichever  is  less.  First  Factors 
is  an  ai^iroved  lender  under  that  pro¬ 
gram.  m  return  for  any  loan  it  makes. 
First  Factors  will  receive  a  promissory 
note  from  the  borrower  for  the  full 
amount  of  the  loan.  First  Factors  will 
then  sen,  with  the  consent  ot  the  SBA, 
the  guaranteed  portion  of  each  loan  to 
institutional  investors.  All  such  sales  will 
be  made  throng  brokers  or  dealers  regis¬ 
tered  witii  the  Commission.  First  Factors 
win  retain  the  non-guaranteed  pOTtion 
of  each  loan  and  will  customarily  service 
tile  loan  for  purchasers  of  the  guaranteed 
portion. 

A  more  detailed  statement  of  informa¬ 
tion  is  contained  in  the  application  for 
exemption  which  is  on  file  at  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Reference  Room  of  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Ccmunlssion  at  1100  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  perscm  may  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission.  not  later  than  April  11,  1975.  in 
writing  any  views  or  substantial  facts 
bearing  on  this  application  or  the  de¬ 
sirability  of  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
communication  or  request  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  500  Ncuth  Capitol 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20549  and 
should  refer  to  File  No.  3-^33.  Any  such 
statement  shoidd  also  briefly  provide  the 
nature  at  the  Interest  of  the  person  sub¬ 
mitting  information  or  requesting  a  hear¬ 
ing.  the  reason  for  such  request,  and  the 
issues  of  fact  and  law  raised  by  ttie  tv- 
pllcation  which  he  desires  to  controvert. 
Any  ttane  after  April  11.  1975,  an  wder 
granting  the  applleaUcm  may  be  issued 


upon  request  or  ig)on  the  Commission’s 
own  motion. 

By  the  Cenunlssicm. 

[easL]  Shirlet  E.  Hollis, 

'  Assistant  Secretary. 
|FB  DM.76-e771  PUed  »-13-76;e:45  am] 


[FUe  ITo.  7-4720] 

INTERNATIONAL  NICKEL  COMPANY  OF 
CANADA,  LTD 

Appllcatian  for  UnHeted  Trading  PrivHegas 
aad  of  Opportunity  for  Hearing 

March  7,  1975. 

In  the  matter  of  aiH)llcation  of  the 
Pacific  Stock  Exchange,  *  Inc.,  for  un¬ 
listed  trading  privileges  in  a  certain  se¬ 
curity.  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

The  above  uamed  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  an  aiHillcatlon  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  section  I3(f>(l)  (B)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  aad 
Rule  12f-l  thereunder,  for  imUsted  trad¬ 
ing  iHlvUeges  In  the  common  stock  of 
the  following  company,  which  security 
is  Usted  and  registered  on  one  er  more 
other  national  securities  exchange: 

THE  nmsuf  ATIONAXi  HICKBL  COMPAMT 

Of  CANADA.  LUX.  FU»  No.  7-4720. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
March  23,  1975  frtxn  any  Interested  per¬ 
son.  the  Commission  win  determine 
whether  the  aigdication  shall  be  set  down 
for  bearing.  Any  such  request  should 
state  briefly  the  nature  of  the  interest  of 
the  person  making  the  request  and  the 
position  he  pngKises  to  take  at  the  bear¬ 
ing.  if  ordered.  In  addition,  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may  submit  his  views  or 
any  additional  facts  bearing  ms  the  said 
^pUcation  by  means  of  a  letter  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Rxehanga  Commission.  Washington.  D.C. 
20549  not  later  than  the  date  specified. 
If  no  one  requests  a  hearing,  the  appli¬ 
cation  win  be  determined  order  of 
the  Commission  on  the  basis  of  the  facts 
stated  therein  and  other  information 
contained  in  the  ofBcial  files  of  the  Com- 
mission  pertaining  thereto. 

For  tile  Commission,  by  the  Divlskm  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

[seal]  Shirley  K  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

(FB  Doe.76-6VM  FUed  S-l»-7»;a:4S  am] 


PITTWAY  CORP. 

Filing  of  Application  for  Exemption 
March  7, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Pittway 
Corporation  (“Applicant”),  333  Skokie 
Boulevard.  Northbrook,  niiw^  60062, 
a  robskUaiy  of  Standard  Shares,  Inc. 
(“Standard”),  a  dosed-end,  non- 
dlveTBlfled,  management  Investment 
company,  filed  an  application  on  Octo¬ 


ber  10,  1974,  and  an  amendmenJ;  thereto 
on  January  31.  1975,  for  an  appUeatlon 
pursuant  to  section  17(b)  of  the  Ihvest- 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940  (“Act”)  for 
an  order  of  the  Coeimlssloa  permitting 
officers  of  Applicant,  for  a  fee  and  in  ae- 
eordance  with  the  other  terms  and  con- 
ditloas  described  below,  to  rent  from  Ap¬ 
plicant  its  Lockheed  Jet  Star  aircraft 
(“Jot  Star”)  at  such  time  as  it  is  not 
used  for  company  business.  All  inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  referred  to  the  appli¬ 
cation  on  file  with  the  Cmnmlssion  for 
a  statement  of  the  representations 
therein  which  are  summarized  bdow. 

As  of  July  31,  1974,  Standard  owned 
1,231,880  shares  constititilng  approxi¬ 
mately  38  percent  of  the  outstanding 
common  stock  of  Api^cant.  As  a  result 
of  such  ownership,  Stmidard  may  be 
deemed  to  be  in  contrd  of  Applicant, 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Act. 

Applicant  is  a  dtrersifled  operating 
company  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of 
burglar  and  fire  alarm  equipment  and 
devices,  the  contract  nockaging  of  aero¬ 
sol  pro^cts,  the  manufacture  of  aerosol 
valves,  the  publishing  of  trade  magazines 
and  directories,  including  a  direct  mail 
marketing  business  with  offices  and 
manufacturing  facilities  in  Illinois,  Ohio. 
New  York,  and  Wisconsin  and  tovest- 
ment  par^pation  in  real  estate  ven¬ 
tures  in  and  near  Chicago,  Illinois  and 
Montreal.  Canada. 

Nelson  Harris,  the  President  and  chief 
executive  ofiScer,  aud  a  director  of  Ap¬ 
plicant,  is  also  CThalrman  of  the  Board 
of  Standard;  his  brother,  Irving  B.  Har¬ 
ris,  is  the  Chairaan  of  the  Board  of  Ap¬ 
plicant  and  President  of  Standard;  and 
his  brother-ks-law,  Sidney  Barrows,  a 
director  of  Fttfeway,  is  a  Vice  President 
and  Treasurer  of  Stmidard.  The  above 
mentioned  persons,  and  their  families, 
are  also  substantial  stockholders  of 
Standard. 

Applicant  purchased  Jet  Star  In  June 
1969.  At  the  time  of  purchase,  Applicant 
believed  that  it  woifld  require  substan¬ 
tially  the  full  use  of  Jet  Star,  then  esti¬ 
mated  at  i4)proxiinately  250  hours  of 
annual  flying  time,  but  that  it  would  be 
appropriate,  at  other  time,  to  make  the 
aircraft  available  to  its  officers  and  di¬ 
rectors  for  casual  and  sporadic  personal 
use  upon  payment  of  a  fee.  A  fee,  deter¬ 
mined  by  reference  to  the  manufac¬ 
turer’s  estimate  of  the  aggregate  of  the 
incremental  cost  of  each  hour  of  flying 
timi*  (“incremental  cost”)  and  the  de¬ 
preciation  and  out-of-pocket  eiq>enses 
attributable.  Irrespective  of  hours  flown, 
to  owning  and  operating  Jet  Star  ("fixed 
costs”) .  was  set  at  $1000  per  hour  of  use. 

For  the  1970-1973  period,  aggregate 
flying  time  of  Jet  Star  averaged  about 
254  annually  with  personal  use  by  officers 
and  directors  averaging  about  13  hours 
per  year,  or  approximately  5  percent  of 
total  fl3dng  time. 

Apidlcant’s  Board  of  Directors  has  now 
determined  that  it  would  be  In  the  In¬ 
terests  of  Applicant  to  permit  Nelson 
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Harris  and  other  oiTtoers  ot  AppMcani  to 
use  Jet  Star  lor  puipoees  not  rslettid  to 
Applicant’s  business  dmlnc  periods  srhen 
it  is  not  being  used  bg  Applicant,  npon 
payment  d  a  lee  equal  to  the  cost  to  Ap¬ 
plicant  of  permitting  snch  use  pins  a 
fixed  hourly  charge  of  $110.  Tte  aircraft 
would  not  be  made  aTallable  to  dirsctoni 
who  are  not  employees  of  AppUoent. 

Applicant  states  that  since  1969  costs 
have  risen  to  the  point  where  the  aggre¬ 
gate  of  the  fixed  and  Incranental  oosts 
divided  by  the  number  of  hours  would 
amoimt  to  $1400  to  $1500  per  hour,  and 
that  the  practical  effect  of  attempting  to 
include  in  the  hourly  charge  pro-rata 
charges  for  all  incremental  and  fixed 
costs  would  be  that  when  the  aircraft  is 
not  used  for  business  purposes,  it  would 
remain  unused.  Apdlcant  states  that  if 
it  can  ditain  compensation  for  non-busi¬ 
ness  use  in  an  amoimt  sufBcient  to  cover 
the  costs  of  such  use,  plus  a  modest  sur¬ 
charge,  it  would  be  in  its  Interests  to  re¬ 
duce  the  time  the  plane  is  unused  even 
though  the  total  charge  would  be  less 
then  a  pro-rata  amount  of  all  present 
Incremental  and  fixed  oosts  and  also  less 
than  the  current  fee  of  $1,000  per  hour. 
Applicant,  therefore,  proposes  to  make 
Jet  Star  available  to  ito  officers  for  non- 
busines  use  at  such  times  as  it  is  not  be¬ 
ing  used  for  Company  busines.  for  a  fee 
for  each  hour  of  use  equal  to  $110  plus 
the  quotient  obtained  by  dividing  the  in¬ 
cremental  costs  of  its  operation  during 
each  y«ar  by  the  total  number  of  hours 
flown  during  that  y^r.  Charges  will  be 
paid  promptly  after  use  of  the  aircraft. 
Hourly  fees  will  be  pro-rated  for  periods 
of  use  less  than  an  hour.  Since  actual  In- 
cremmtal  oosts  for  a  given  year  cannot 
be  determined  until  year-end,  the 
amoimt  of  the  hourly  charge  for  use  dur¬ 
ing  each  year  will  be  computed  by  refer¬ 
ence  to  an  annuallaed  estimate  of  such 
costs  for  the  calendsM*  quarter  proceeding 
the  date  of  such  use;  aiKl  an  adjustment 
will  be  made  at  the  end  of  such  year  for 
any  difference  betwene  such  quarterly 
estimates  and  actual  Incremental  oosts 
for  that  year.  Applicant  states  that, 
based  upon  1973  figures,  the  i^arge  to 
officers  would  be  $649  per  hour.  At  that 
fee,  use  of  the  aircraft  1^  i^oers  for  non- 
busines  purposes  is  expected  to  approach 
30  to  40  hours  per  year.  In  any  case.  Ap¬ 
plicant  proposes  to  limit  such  use  to  a 
maximum  of  30%  of  the  total  number  of 
hours  flown  In  any  one  year. 

Applicant  represents  that  it  considered 
leasing  the  aircraft  to  outside  persons 
during  periods  of  non-use,  but  rejected 
that  possibfllty  because  of  its  conclusion 
that  an  outside  leasing  program  wouM 
create  scheduling  dilBculties  and  uncer¬ 
tainty  as  to  whether  the  aircraft  would 
be  in  optimum  condition  when  needed  by 
Applicant,  and  ml^t  inhibit  Applicant's 
own  use. 

Applicant  contends  that,  apart  from 
the  net  economic  benefit  it  would  de¬ 
rive  from  the  fees  paid  by  officers  who 
used  the  aircraft,  such  use  reflects  a 
proper  exercise  of  business  judgment  for 
an  operating  company  as  to  appropriate 
employment  Incentives  for  key  personnel 


Section  17(a)(3)  of  the  Act  provides, 
in  pertinent  part,  that  it  shall  be  un¬ 
lawful  lor  any  afflUatod  person  of  a  reg¬ 
istered  iBuestment  company  or  any  affil¬ 
iated  person  of  surti  a  person,  acting  as 
principal,  to  borrow  money  or  other 
property  from  such  register^  company 
or  from  any  company  controlled  by  such 
registered  company.  Section  17(b)  of  the 
Act  {xoTldes,  tlmt  the  Commission,  upon 
application,  may  exempt  proposed  trans¬ 
actions  from  the  provlsloiis  of  section 
17(a>.  if  evkienoe  establishes  that  the 
terms  of  such  proposed  transactions,  in¬ 
cluding  the  consideration  to  be  paid  or 
received,  are  reasonable  and  fair  and 
do  not  involve  overreaching  on  the  part 
of  any  person  concerned  and  that  the 
proposed  transactions  are  consistent  with 
the  p<rficy  of  the  registered  Investment 
company  concerned  and  wlto  the  gen¬ 
eral  purposes  of  the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  perscm  may.  not  later  than  April  2, 
1975,  at  6:30  pm.,  submit  to  the  Com- 
miffiion  hi  writing  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  matter  acccxnpanled  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 
est,  the  reason  for  such  request,  and  the 
issues,  if  any.  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to 
be  controverted,  or  he  may  request  that 
he  be  notified  if  the  Commission  shall 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  com¬ 
munication  should  be  addressed:  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of 
such  request  shall  be  served  personally  or 
by  mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upmi  Appli¬ 
cant  at  the  address  set  forth  above.  Proof 
of  such  service  (by  affidavit,  or,  in  case 
of  an  attomey-at-law,  by  certificate) 
shall  be  filed  contemporaneously  with  the 
request.  As  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the 
application  will  be  issued  as  of  course 
following  said  date,  unless  the  Commis¬ 
sion  thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon  re¬ 
quest  or  upon  the  Commlsskm’s  own  mo¬ 
tion.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  or¬ 
dered  will  receive  any  notices  or  orders 
Issued  in  this  matter,  including  the  date 
of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  post¬ 
ponements  thereof. 

Por  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

fSKAL]  ShIHLBT  E.  Hnr.T.lM, 

AisManX  Secretary. 

[MR  1)00.75-6773  FUod  3-lS-75;t;46  am] 


(SU1-87S4] 

PUTNAM  INVESTORS  FUND,  INC.  ET  AL 
Hling  of  AppUcatkMi 

£q  the  matter  kA.  Putnam  Investors 
Fund.  Inc.;  Pntnam  Fund  Distributors, 
Ine.  c/o  Pntoam  Ftoid  Distribators.  Ttv»  , 
265  Franklin  Street,  Boetou  Massachu¬ 
setts  02110:  MenUl  lynch.  Pierce,  Fen¬ 
ner  &  Smith  Incorporated.  The  Munic¬ 
ipal  Incixne  Fund  (First  Insured  Dis¬ 
count  Series  and  Subsequent  Series), 


The  Corporate  Income  Amd  (First  Dis¬ 
count  Series  and  Subsequent  Sertes). 
c/e  Merrill  lynch,  Pleroe,  Fenner  A 
Smith  Inoerpontted,  One  Liberty  Flaea, 
H®  Broadway,  New  York,  New  York 
10006. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Putnam 
Investors  Fund,  Inc.  (“Putnam  Inves¬ 
tors'’)  ,  an  open-end  diversified  manage¬ 
ment  investment  company  registered 
imder  the  Investment  Cranpemy  Act  of 
1940  (“Act’’),  The  Municipal  Income 
Fund  (First  Insured  Discount  Series  and 
Subsequent  Series),  The  Corporate  In¬ 
come  P\md  (First  Discount  Series  and 
Subsequent  Series)  (“Bond  Funds’’) . 
botti  unit  investment  trusts  registered 
under  the  Act,  Putnam  Fund  Distribu¬ 
tors,  Inc.  (“rt'ir*) ,  principal  undw- 
WTlter  for  sales  of  Putnam  Investors,  and 
Merrill  Lynch,  Pi«oe.  Fenner  A  l^nith 
Incorporated  (“Merrill  lynch’’),  prln- 
cipU  underwriter  and  spimsor  of  the 
Bond  Funds  (collectively  “AppUcMite”) , 
filed  an  application  on  December  10. 
1974,  and  amendments  thereto  on  Janu¬ 
ary  28, 1975  and  February  7, 1975,  for  an 
order,  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Act,  exempting  apidicants  and  certain 
proposed  transactions  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  22(d)  of  the  Act.  AH  in¬ 
terested  persims  are  referred  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  on  file  with  the  Ccunmisslon  for 
a  statement  of  the  representations  con¬ 
tained  therein  which  are  summarized 
bekm. 

Shares  of  Putnam  Ihvestora  are  con¬ 
tinuously  offered  for  sale  With  a  mini- 
mum  purchase  requirement  of  $500.  Ihe 
sales  charge  for  Putnam  Investors  diares 
is  8^%  of  the  piffillc  offering  price  for 
sales  less  than  $10,000,  with  lowered 
sales  charges  for  larger  transactions. 

Units  of  the  Bond  Funds  will  be  offered 
to  the  polfllc  with  a  sales  charge  of  4 
percent  of  the  pubfic  offering  price.  Hie 
Bond  Funds  were  formed  for  the  purpose 
of  investing  In  interest-bearing  munici¬ 
pal  or  corporate  bonds  which  are  selling 
at  deep  market  discounts  at  the  date  of 
purchase. 

Merrill  Lynrti  proposes  to  offer  to  the 
public  on  a  combination  basis,  units  of 
the  Bond  Funds  along  with  ^ares  of  Put¬ 
nam  Investors  (“Combined  Units”) .  The 
pubUe  offering  price  of  a  single  CTombhied 
Unit  win  be  $1,000  which  wm  be  applied 
first  to  the  payment  of  the  purchase  price 
of  one  unit  of  one  of  the  B<md  Funds  at 
its  then  pcdallc  offering  price  per  unit 
with  the  balance  to  be  applied  to  the 
purchase  of  ttiares  of  Putnam  Investors. 
The  puUlc  offering  price  of  a  Combined 
Unit  wfll  include  a  sales  charge  consist¬ 
ing  of  4  percent  of  that  portion  of  the 
offering  price  alloeated  to  pcachases  of 
unitB  of  one  of  the  Bond  Phnds  and  6 
percent  of  that  portion  of  the  offering 
price  allocated  to  Putnam  Bivestors 
shares.  Investors  who  purchase  Com¬ 
bined  Ihilts  and  are  tberrijy  at  are  other¬ 
wise  entitled  to  receive  a  further  reduc- 
tl(m  in  the  sales  charge  on  Putnam  Ri- 
vestors  shares  by  reason  of  the  Combined 
Purdiaae  Privilege,  the  (Cumulative 
Quantity  Discount  or  a  Statement  of  In¬ 
tention  as  described  in  the  current  pros- 
pectus  of  Putnam  Investors,  will  receive 
such  further  reduction  in  the  form  of 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  51— FRIDAY,  MARCH  14,  1975 


4 


11956 


NOTICES 


additional  shares  of  Putnam  Investors  at 
the  appUcaUe  public  offering  price.  How¬ 
ever.  any  Investor  otherwise  oititled  to 
sales  charges  under  6  percent  win  not  be 
entitled'  to  further  reductions  because 
shares  are  purchased  In  combination 
with  Bond  Fund  units.  The  minimum 
purchase  by  any  Investor  will  be  sufficient 
Combined  Chits  such  that  Putnam  In¬ 
vestors’  minimum  Investment  require- 
m«rt  of  $500  will  be  met.  It  Is  anticipated 
that  this  will  be  two  or  three  Cmnblned 
Units  denuding  upon  the  market  dis¬ 
count  on  the  bonds  purchased  for  the 
Bond  Fund  portfolio. 

Section  22id).  Section  22(d)  of^  the 
Act,  In  pertinent  part,  prohibits  a  regis¬ 
tered  Investment  cmnpany  and  its  prin¬ 
cipal  underwriter  frcxn  selling  Its  re- 
deonable  securities  to  any  person  other 
than  a  dealer,  a  principal  imderwrlter  or 
the  Issuer  exc^t  at  the  current  public 
offering  price  described  in  the  pro¬ 
spectus. 

Applicants  assert  that  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  sales  charge  on  a  Fund 
such  as  Putnam  Investors  covers  the 
costs  of  Initially  soliciting  the  custmner, 
ascertaining  his  financial  needs,  and 
counseling  him;  and  that  if  a  retailer 
s^  fund  shares  to  an  Investor  to  whom 
he  has  previously  or  contemporaneously 
sold  some  other  financial  products,  much 
of  the  necessary  sollcltaticm  and  finan¬ 
cial  coimsellng  will  already  have  taken 
place  and  need  not  be  repeated  In  con¬ 
nection  with  the  sale  of  the  fund.  Appli¬ 
cants  state  that  it  is  desirable  to  recog¬ 
nize  such  cost  savings  and  to  allow  them 
to  be  passed  along  to  Investors. 

Applicants  further  state  that  the  re¬ 
tailing  of  Combined  Units  by  Merrill 
Lynch  will  allow  PFD  to  distribute  an  In¬ 
creased  number  of  Putnam  Investors 
shares  wlUiout  a  corresponding  Increase 
In  selling  costs;  because  PFD  will  be  deal¬ 
ing  with  only  one  retailer,  there  will  be 
Increased  coordination  between  the  un¬ 
derwriter  and  retailer  which,  it  Is  be¬ 
lieved,  will  permit  cost  savings  to  each. 

Appllcapts  propose  that  the  Putnam 
Investors  shades  purchased  from  the 
same  retailer  In  ctHnblnatlon  with  the 
units  of  the  Bonds  Funds  be  offered  to  the ' 
public  at  a  reduced  sales  load  of  6  per¬ 
cent  of  the  public  offering  price  rather 
than  at  8%  percent.  Applicants  believe 
that  a  reductimr  in  Putnam  Investors’ 
sales  charge  from  8^  percent  to  6  per- 
cmt  of  the  offering  price  Is  approiuiate 
to  reflect  savings  which  may  be  realized 
and  passed  along  to  investors.  Whereas 
Merrill  Lynch  would  ordinarily  receive  a 
dealer-discount  of  7.0  percent  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  offering  price  (m  sales  of  Putnam  In¬ 
vestors  Involving  less  than  $10,000,  It  will 
receive  4.6  percent  of  the  public  offering 
price  when  sold  In  the  Combined  Units. 
PFD  would  ordinarily  receive  1.5  percent 
of  the  public  offering  price  of  Putnam 
Investors  when  the  transaction  Involved 
less  than  $10,000,  but  It  will  receive  1.4 
percent  of  the  public  offering  price  when 
sold  as  part  of  the  Ccunblned  Units. 

Section  6(c).  Section  6(c)  the  Act 
authorizes  the  Commission  to  exempt 
any  person,  security  or  transaction,  or 


class  of  persons,  securities  or  transac¬ 
tions  from  any  provisions  of  the  Act,  If 
and  to  the  extent  that  such  ezempUan  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
Interest  and  consistent  with  the  protec- 
ticm  of  Investors  and  the  pmposes  fairly 
intoided  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act. 

Notice  Is  further  given  that  any  Inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  April  1, 
1975,  at  5 : 30  p  Jn.,  submit  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hearing  on 
the  matter  accompanied  by  a  statement 
as  to  the  nature  of  his  Interest,  the  reason 
for  such  request  and  the  Issues  of  fact  or 
law  proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  If  the 
Commission  shall  order  a  hearing  there¬ 
on.  Any  such  communication  should  be 
addressed;  Secretary,  Seciiritles  and  Fbc- 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  shall  be 
served  pers<mally  or  by  mall  (air  mall  If 
the  pers(m  being  served  is  located  more 
thsm  500  miles  from  the  pc^t  of  mail¬ 
ing)  upon  Applicants  at  the  addresses 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  attomey-at-law 
by  certificate)  shall  be  filed  contempo¬ 
raneously  with  the  request.  As  provided 
by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act.  an  order  dis¬ 
posing  of  the  application  herein  will  be 
issued  as  of  course  following  said  date 
imless  the  Commission  thereafter  orders 
a  hearing  iipon  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  motion.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing,  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  Is  ordered,  will  receive  any  no¬ 
tices  and  orders  Issued  In  this  matter,  in¬ 
cluding  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  or¬ 
dered)  and  any  postponements  thereof. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Shirlet  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[ra  Doc.75-6773  PUed  3-13-76:8:46  «m] 


[245-2596] 

VALLEY  RANCHES,. LTD. 

Order  Temporarily  Suspending  Exemption, 
Statement  of  Reasons  Therefor,  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing 

March  5,  1975. 

L  North  Valley  Ranches,  Inc.  (the  "is¬ 
suer”),  a  Washington  corporation  or- 
gmilzed  February  15,  1973,  with  offices 
located  at  Suite  203, 1800  Westlake  Ave¬ 
nue  North,  Seattle,  Washington,  filed 
with  the  Comnilsslon  on  April  16, 1973,  a 
Form  1-A  Notification  with  attached 
exhibits,  including  an  offering  circular, 
relating  to  the  offering  of  500  units  of 
limited  partnership  Interest  at  $1,000  per 
unit  for  an  aggregate  of  $500,000  In  a 
proposed  limited  partnership  to  be  called 
Valley  Ranches,  Ltd.  The  issuer,  whose 
sole  stockholder  and  president  Is  Francis 

A.  Scheiderich,  was  to  act  as  general 
partner  for  Valley  Ranches.  Ltd.  Unity 
Securities  Corporation  of  Beverly  Hills, 
California  was  named  underwriter.  TTie 
offering  pursuant  to  the  Regulation  A  ex¬ 
emption  has  not  commenced. 


n.  The  Commisskm,  on  the  basis  of 
infonnatlon  reported  by  the  staff,  has 
reason  to  believe  that: 

A.  The  notification  and  offering  cir¬ 
cular,  as  amended,  contain  untrue  state¬ 
ments  of  material  facts  and  omit  to  state 
material  facts  necessary  In  order  to  make 
the  statements  made.  In  the  light  of  the 
circumstances  under  which  they  were 
made,  not  misleading,  concerning: 

1.  The  fair  market  value  of  the  land  to 

be  purchased  by  the  partnership; 

2.  The  extent  to  which  such  land  could 

be  utilized  profitably  for  agricultural 
purposes; 

3.  Limitations  on  the  availability  of  ir¬ 

rigation  water  for  use  on  such  land; 

4.  Losses  suffered  by  Investors  In  a  previ¬ 

ous  limited  partnership  venture  pro¬ 
moted  by  Scheiderich; 

5.  Modes  and  extent  of  compensation  re¬ 

ceived  by  Scheiderich  and  manage¬ 
ment  practices  In  another  limited 
partnership  venture  promoted  by 
him; 

6.  The  experience  and  training  In 

farming  operations  of  the  persons 
who  would  manage  the  land  to  be 
acquired  by  the  partnership; 

7.  The  possibility  that  the  promoters 

breached  their  fiduciary  obligations 
to  the  limited  partners  of  an  affil¬ 
iated  partnership. 

B.  An  order  of  Injunction  was  Issued 
in  the  United  States  District  Court  at 
Los  Angeles  against  the  underwriter  of 
the  proposed  offering,  after  the  filing  of 
the  notification  which  would  have  ren¬ 
dered  the  Regulation  A  exemption  un¬ 
available  If  it  had  occurred  prior  to 
suchfilhig. 

C.  The  offering.  If  made,  would  be  in 
violation  of  Section  17  of  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933,  as  amended. 

m.  It  appearing  to  the  Commission 
that  it  is  In  the  public  interest  and  for 
the  protection  of  investors  that  the  ex¬ 
emption  of  the  Issuer  under  Regffiatlon  A 
be  temporarily  suspended. 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  Rule  261  (a) 
of  the  General  Rules  and  Regulations 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  that  the  exemption  of  the  Is¬ 
suer  under  Regulation  A  be,  and  hereby 
is,  temporaiily  suspended; 

It  is  farther  ordered.  Pursuant  to  Rule 
7  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice, 
that  the  Issuer  file  an  answer  to  the  alle¬ 
gations  contained  In  this  order  within 
thirty  days  of  the  entry  thereof; 

Notice  Is  hereby  given,  that  any  person 
having  any  Interest  In  the  matter  may 
file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
a  written  request  fm:  a  hearing  within 
thirty  days  after  the  entry  of  this  order; 
that  within  twenty  dasrs  after  receipt  of 
such  request  the  Comnfisslon  will,  or  at 
any  time  up<m  its  own  motion  may,  set 
the  matter  down  for  a  hearing  at  a  place 
to  be  designated  by  the  Commission  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  whether  this 
order  of  suspension  should  be  vacated  or 
made  permanent,  without  prejudice, 
however,  to  the  consideration  and  pres¬ 
entation  of  additional  matters  at  the 
hearing;  and  that  notice  the  time  and 
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place  for  the  said  hearing  will  be  prompt¬ 
ly  given  by  the  Commlsslmx.  If  no  hear¬ 
ing  is  requested  and  none  is  ordered  lor 
the  Commission,  the  order  shall  becmne 
permanent  on  the  thirtieth  day  after  its 
entry  and  shall  remain  in  effect  imless  it 
Is  modified  or  vacated  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.76-6774  FUed  3-13-76;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Manpower  Administration 

EMPLOYMENT  TRANSFER  AND  BUSINESS 

COMPETITION  DETERMINATIONS  UN¬ 
DER  RURAL  DEVELOPMENT  ACT 

Applications 

The  organizations  listed  in  the  attach¬ 
ment  have  applied  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  for  financial  assistance  in 
the  form  of  grants,  loans,  or  loan  guar¬ 
antees  in  order  to  establish  or  Improve 
facillUes  at  the  locations  listed  for  the 
purposes  given  in  the  attached  list.  The 
financial  assistance  would  be  authorized 
by  the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural 
Development  Act,  as  amended,  7  U.S.C. 
1924(b),  1932,  or  1942(b). 

The  Act  requires  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
to  determine  whether  such  F^eral  as¬ 
sistance  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely  to 
result  in  the  transfer  from  one  area  to 
another  of  any  employment  or  business 
activity  provided  by  operations  of  the 
applicant.  It  is  permissible  to  assist  the 
establishment  of  a  new  branch,  afiUiate 
or  subsidiary,  only  if  this  will  not  result 
in  increased  unemployment  in  the  place 
of  present  operations  and  there  is  no  rea¬ 
son  to  believe  the  new  facility  is  being 
established  with  the  intention  of  closing 
down  an  operating  facility. 

The  Act  also  prohibits  such  assistance 
if  the  Secretary  of  Labor  determines  that 
it  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely  to  result 
in  an  Increase  in  the  production  of  goods, 
materials,  or  commo^ties,  or  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  services  or  facilities  in  the  area, 
when  there  is  not  sufficient  demand  for 
such  goods,  materials,  commodities,  serv¬ 
ices,  or  facilities  to  employ  the  efficient 
capacity  of  existing  competitive  ccnnmer- 
cial  or  industrial  enterprises,  unless  such 
financial  or  other  assistance  will  not 
have  an  adverse  effect  upon  existing 
competitive  enterprises  in  the  area. 

The  Secretary  of  Labor’s  review  and 
certification  procedures  are  set  forth  at 
29  (7FR  Part  75,  published  January  29, 
1975  (40  FR  4393).  In  determining 
whether  the  applications  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  or  denied,  the  Secretary  will  take 
into  consideration  the  following  factors: 

1.  The  overall  employment  and  unem¬ 
ployment  situation  in  the  local  area  in 
which  the  proposed  facility  will  be  lo¬ 
cated. 

2.  Employment  trends  in  the  same  in¬ 
dustry  in  the  local  area. 

3.  The  potential  effect  of  the  new  facil¬ 
ity  upon  the  local  labor  market,  with 
particular  emphasis  upon  its  potential 


impact  upon  competitive  enterprises  in 
the  same  area. 

4.  The  competitive  effect  upon  other 
facilities  in  tiie  same  industry  located  in 
other  areas  (where  such  competition  is 
a  factor) . 

6.  In  the  case  of  applications  involving 
the  establishment  of  branch  plants  or 
facilities,  the  potential  effect  of  such  new 
facilities  on  other  existing  plants  or  fa¬ 
cilities  operated  by  the  applicant. 

All  persons  wishing  to  bring  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  any 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  720} 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

March  11,  1975. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  Include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  Issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
Interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  Interested. 

MO  123407  Sub  197,  Sawyer  Transport,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  June  10,  1975  at  Den¬ 
ver,  Oolo.,  In  a  bearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  61592  Sub  329,  Jenkins  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
and  MC  124692  Sub  136,  Sammons  Truck- 


information  pertinent  to  the  determina¬ 
tions  which  must  be  made  regarding 
these  applications  are  invited  to  submit 
such  information  in  writing  within  two 
weeks  of  publication  of  this  notice  to: 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Man¬ 
power,  601  D  Street,  NW,  Washington, 
D.C.  20213. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th 
day  of  March  1975. 


Ing,  A  Corporation,  now  being  assigned 
June  11,  1976,  at  Denver,  Colorado,  In  a 
hearing  room  to  be  latw  designated. 

MC  133233  Sub  32,  Clarence  L.  Werner,  Dba 
Werner  Enterprises,  now  being  assigned 
June  16,  1976,  at  Denver,  Oolo.,  In  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  140122  Sub  2,  SnowbaU,  Ltd.,  now  being 
assigned  June  18,  1976,  at  Denver,  Colo., 
In  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  133941  Sub  4,  Northern  Industrial  Car¬ 
riers  Ltd.,  now  being  assigned  June  23, 1975, 
at  Denver,  Colo.,  In  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

MC  138730  Sub  2,  Caravan  Tours,  Inc.,  dba 
Caravan  Towne  Cars,  now  being  assigned 
June  9,  1976  (2  weeks)  at  Newark,  New 
Jersey:  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  designated 
later. 

I  &  S  No.  M  28239,  Restructured  LTL  Rates, 
January,  1976,  Central  &  Southern  Terri¬ 
tory,  now  assigned  March  26, 1975,  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  Is  postponed  to  April  22,  1976, 
at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

W  78  Sub  12,  The  Valley  Line  Company,  W 
104  Sub  28,  Union  Mechling  Corp.,  and  W 
377  Sub  16,  Dixie  Carriers,  Inc.,  now  being 
assigned  for  pre-hearing  conference  on 
May  28,  1976,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Ck>mmi8slon.  Washington, 
D.C. 


Ben  Burdetskt, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Manpower. 


ApplieaUont  received  during  the  week  ending  Mar.  7, 197S 


Name  of  applicant 

Location  of  enterprise 

Principal  product  or  activity 

Timberline  Outfitters,  Ino . . 

lEC  Electronics  Coro. . 

Jellystone  Camp  Resort  of  North 
Jersey. 

Jacobson  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc . 

Christy  &  Associates  House  of  Parkers- 

Jackman,  Maine...... 

Wayne  Co.,  N.Y _ 

Hamburg,  N.J . 

New  Castle,  Pa . . 

Parkersburg,  W.  Va... 

Retail  sales  of  sporting  goods. 

Manufacturing,  electroidcs. 

Recreational  camiiground. 

Industrial  fasteners  (nuts  and  washers). 

Retail  restaurant. 

burg. 

Production  of  ready-mix  concrete  for  sale  to  general 
public. 

Ferment,  botUe  and  sell  frosen  grape  pulp,  firoten 
storage  of  grape  service-concentrate. 

To  build  approx.  160  low  income,  single  family 
homes. 

Manufacturing  lime  fertilizer  for  soil  conditioning. 

Men’s  wear-sport-dTMS-formal  rentaL 

Wholesale  b^  and  pork  cuts  and  related  by¬ 
products. 

Hardwood  and  softwood  lumber  products. 

Manufacturing  of  architectural  brick  pavers. 

Lessee-Oakvtew  Plantatiotu,  Ino . 

Woodruff,  S.C . 

Stark  vllle.  Miss . 

Walter  L.  Sanders . 

Raymond  H.  Kemmerlin  and  Eem- 
merltn  Meats,  Ine. 

W.  E.  Parks  Lumber  Co.,  Inc . 

Lexington,  S.C.. . 

Orangeburg,  S.C . 

Port  Gibson,  Miss, 
and  Newellton.  La. 

to  marine  retail  stores. 

A  complete  mechanical  pickle  harvester  and  as¬ 
sociated  repair  parts. 

To  maintain  present  employment  and  to  create 
additional  employment. 

An  intermediate  care  nursing  home  facility. 

Full  service  family  restaurant. 

Aluminum  can  and  plastic  markers  all  types. 

Meat  processing  plant-custom  jirocessing  and  retail 
meat  outlet  of  beef  and  pork. 

Sale  and  service  of  John  Deere  farm  equipment. 

Complete  commerelal  sandblasting  and  rifinishing, 
including  portable  services. 

Manufacturing  grain  storage  bins  for  sale. 

Lumber,  shingles,  and  wood  chips  (cedar). 

Motel,  cafe,  and  lounge. 

Salem,  Ind _ _ 

Iron  River  Nursing  Home,  Inc _ 

Stanley  O.  Bosker . . 

Abnar  Industries,  Inc . . 

Iron  River,  Mich . . 

Plalnwell,  Mich _ 

VandaUa,  111 . 

ChllUoothe,  Mo . 

Landmark  Enterprises,  Inc . 

ConraA  Ino . . 

Aloha  Cedar  Products,  Inc . 

Blackfoot  Enterprises,  Inc . 

Trenton,  Mo . . 

Houghton,  Iowa _ 

Aloha,  Wash . . 

Blackfoot,  Idaho _ 

(FR  Doc.76-6504  FUed  3-13-76:8:46  am] 
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MC  61602  Sub  322.  Janklas  Tnick  Un«.  Iius., 
now  baing  aasl^ed  for  pre-bearing  con¬ 
ference  on  May  28.  1076.  at  ttxe  Offlcee  of 
the  Zntantate  Oommeroe  CommtelMi, 
Waahtngton,  D.C. 

IfC  117574  Sub  252.  Dally  Xzpreae.  Xne..  now 
being  aeslgnad  May  20.  1075.  at  the  Office 
of  the  Interstate  CommerM  Commlselon. 
Washington.  D.C. 

MC  11S848  Sub  812.  BefrIgNwted  Food  Bk- 
preas.  me.,  now  being  assigned  June  S, 
1076.  at  the  Office  of  the  Intantata  Com¬ 
merce  Commission.  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  21866  Sub  78.  West  Motor  Freight.  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  June  11.  1076.  at  the 

,  Office  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion.  Washington.  D.C. 

MC  138018  Sub  15.  Refrigerated  Foods,  me., 
now  assigned  March  17,  1075  at  Denver. 
Colo.,  la  cancelled  and  the  i^^dlcatlon  Is 
ttlsnilassrt. 

MC  106260  Sub  57.  Orafl  Trucking  Company, 
lae..  now  assigned  April  7,  1076  at  Chicago, 
minois;  Is  postponed  IndMlnltaly. 

[SBAL]  Robsrt  L.  Oswald. 

SecrettuTf. 

[FR Doc.76-6668  Filed  8-13-76:8:45  am] 


(RoUm  721] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINQS 

Mabch  U.  tBTS. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  poetpone- 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  Include  cases 
previously  assigned  hearing  dates.  The 
hearings  will  be  on  the  Issues  as  presently 
reflected  In  the  Official  Dockrt  of  the 
Commission.  An  attempt  will  be  made  to 
piAllsh  notices  of  cancellation  of  hear¬ 
ings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but  Inter¬ 
ested  parties  should  take  i^roprlate 
steps  to  Insure  that  they  are  notified  of 
cancellation  or  postponements  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  Interested. 

CORRECTION 

MC  138770  8uh  S.  Boyd  Trucking  Company, 
Inc.,  now  being  aaaigned  June  9,  1978  (1 
week),  at  Atlanta,  Oecngla,  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  designated  later:  Instead  of  MC 
138741  Sub  11,  E.  K.  Motor  Service.  Inc. 

rsEAL]  Robwt  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[m  Doc.75-6812  Filed  3-13-76;8:48  am] 
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